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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 18, 1958 


SUBCOMMITTEE No. 3 OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee was convened, at 10 a. m., in room 346, Old 
House Office Building, the Honorable Edwin Willis (chairman of the 
subcommittee), presiding. 

Present: Representatives Willis, Libonati, Cramer, and Moore. 

Also present: C. F. Brickfield, committee counsel. 

Mr. Wiis. The subcommittee will come to order. We consider 
today a group of bills, all with similar purposes, to amend the United 
States Code so as to prohibit certain acts regarding the importation, 
transportation, and use of explosives, and for other purposes. 

The bills are H. R. 11806, introduced by Mr. Loser; H. R. 12667, 
introduced by Mrs. Griffiths; H. R. 12831, introduced by Mr. Roose- 
velt; H. R. 12935, introduced by Mr. Celler; House Joint Resolution 
168, introduced by Mr. Rodino; and House Joint Resolution 526, 
also introduced by Mr. Rodino. 

(The above-listed bills follow.) 


[H. R. 11806, 85th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To amend title 18 of the United States Code so as to prohibit certain acts involving the importation, 
transportation, possession, or use of explosives, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section: 


““§ 837. Explosives; illegal use or possession 
““(a) Whoever 
(1) imports into the United States or introduces, delivers, or receives for 
introduction, attempts to transport, transports, or causes to be transported 
in commerce any explosive, or 
‘‘(2) possesses any explosive which has been imported into the United 
States, or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in commerce, 
with the knowledge or intent that such explosive will be used in violation of a 
law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession 
of the United States, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more 
than one year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, 
shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or 
both. 

“(b) Whoever, in violation of a law of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or 
possession of the United States, possesses any explosive which has been imported 
into the United States or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported 
in commerce shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one 
year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both. 

‘“‘(¢) The possession or use of any explosive in such a way as to constitute a 
violation of a law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
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or possession of the United States shall create rebuttable presumptions that (1) 
such explosive was transported in commerce, and (2) such explosive was trans- 
ported in commerce by the person so possessing or using it. 

*(d) As used in this section— 

“(1) The term ‘commerce’ means commerce between any State, Territory, 
Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, and any place outside thereof; 
or between points within the same State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession, 
or the District of Columbia, but through any place outside thereof; or within any 
Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, or the District of 
Columbia; 

(2) The term ‘explosive’ means a detonating fuze, fuze, primer, fuse, fusee, 
dynamite, blasting caps, black powder, liquid nitroglycerin, fulminate in bulk 
in dry condition, or any other high explosive. 

‘“‘(e) This section shall not be construed as indicating an intent on the part of 
Congress to occupy the field in which this section operates to the exclusion of a 
law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, 
and no law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United 
States which would be valid in the absence of this section shall be declared invalid 
unless there is a direct and positive conflict between such law and an express 
provision of this section so that the two cannot be reconciled or consistently 
stand together.”’ 

Sec. 2. The table of sections of chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by inserting immediately below 
‘836. Transportation of fireworks into State prohibiting sale or use,”’ 
the following: 

“*837, Explosives; illegal use or possession.’’ 


Sec. 3. Section 14 of title 18 of the United States Code is amended by inserting 
““837,”’ immediately after ‘‘797,’’. 


(H. R. 12667, 85th Cong., 2d sess,] 


A BILL Toamend title 18 of the United States Code so as to prohibit certain acts involving the importation, 
transportation, possession, or use of explosives, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section: 

‘““§$ 837. Explosives; illegal use or possession 

““(a) Whoever— 

(1) imports into the United States or introduces, delivers, or receives for 
introduction, attempts to transport, transports, or causes to be transported 
in commerce any explosive, or 

‘*(2) possesses any explosive which has been imported into the United 
States, or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in commerce, 

with the knowledge or intent that such explosive will be used in violation of a law 
of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the 
United States, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than 
one year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both. 

““(b) Whoever, in violation of a law of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or 
possession of the United States, possesses any explosive which has been imported 
into the United States or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in 
commerce shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one 
year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both. 

‘‘(e) The possession or use of any explosive in such a way as to constitute a 
violation of a law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
or possession of the United States shall create rebuttable presumptions that (1) 
such explosive was transported in commerce, and (2) such explosive was trans- 
ported in commerce by the person so possessing or using it. 

“*(d) As used in this section 

‘“(1) The term ‘commerce’ means commerce between any State, Territory, 
Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, and any place outside thereof; 
or between points within the same State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession, 
or the District of Columbia, but through any place outside thereof; or within any 
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Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, or the District of 
Columbia; 

(2) The term ‘explosive’ means a detonating fuze, fuze, primer, fuse, fusee, 
dynamite, blasting caps, black powder, liquid nitroglycerin, fulminate in bulk in 
dry condition, or any other high explosive. 

““(e) This section shall not be construed as indicating an intent on the part of 
Congress to occupy the field in which this seetion operates to the exclusion of a 
law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, 
and no law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United 
States which would be valid in the absence of this section shall be declared invalid 
unless there is a direct and positive conflict between such law and an express 
provision of this section so that the two cannot be reconciled or consistently 
stand together.”’ 

Sec. 2. The table of sections of chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States Code 
is amended by inserting immediately below 

‘836. Transportation of fireworks into State prohibiting sale or use.’’j 
the following: 


“837. Explosives; illegal use or po <ion.’’ 


Src. 3. Section 14 of title 18 of the United States Code is amended by inserting 


“837,” immediately after ‘797, 


[H. R. 12831, 85th Cong., 2d Sess.] 


A BILL To amend title 18 of the United States Code so as to prohibit certain acts involving the importation, 
transportation, possession, or use of explosives, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section: 

‘§ 837. Explosives; illegal use or possession 

““(a) Whoever— 

(1) imports into the United States or introduces, delivers, or receives for 
introduction, attempts to transport, transports, or causes to be transported 
in commerce any explosive, or 

**(2) possesses any explosive which has been imported into the United 
States, or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in commerce, 

with the knowledge or intent that such explosive will be used in violation of a law 
of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the 
United States, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than 
one year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both. 

“(b) Whoever, in violation of a law of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or 
possession of the United States, possesses any explosive which has been imported 
into the United States or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in 
commerce shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one 
vear, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both. 

‘“‘(e) The possession or use of any explosive in such a way as to constitute a 
violation of a law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, or 
possession of the United States shall create rebuttable presumptions that (1) such 
explosive was transported in commerce, and (2) such explosive was transported in 
commerce by the person so possessing or using it. 

‘*(d) As used in this section— 

“(1) The term ‘commerce’ means commerce between any State, Territory, 
Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, and any place outside thereof; 
or between points within the same State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession, 
or the District of Columbia, but through any place outside thereof; or within any 
Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, or the District of 
Columbia; 

‘“(2) The term ‘explosive’ means a detonating fuze, fuze, primer, fuse, fusee, 
dynamite, blasting caps, black powder, liquid nitroglycerin, fulminate in bulk in 
dry condition, or any other high explosive. 

‘““(e) This section shall not be construed as indicating an intent on the part of 
Congress to occupy the field in which this section operates to the exclusion of a 
law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United States, 
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and no law of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the United 
States which would be valid in the absence of this section shall be declared invalid 
unless there is a direct and positive conflict between such law and an express provi- 
sion of this section so that the two cannot be reconciled or consistently stand 
together.” 

Sec. 2. The table of sections of chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States Code 
is amended by inserting immediately below 


**836. Transportation of fireworks into State prohibiting sale or use.’’ 
the following: 
‘837. Explosives; illegal use or possession.”’ 


Sec. 3. Section 14 of title 18 of the United States Code is amended by inserting 
“837,” immediately after ‘‘797,’’. 





[H. R. 12935, 85th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To prohibit certain acts involving the importation, transportation, possession, or use of explosives, 
and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section: 


**§ 837. Explosives; illegal use or possession 


c \ 


(a) As used in this section— 

‘ecommerce’ Means commerce between any State, Territory, Common- 
wealth, District, or possession of the United States, and any place outside 
thereof; or between points within the same State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
or possession, or the District of Columbia, but through any place outside 
thereof; or within any Territory, Commonwealth, or possession of the 
United States, or the District of Columbia; 

‘““ ‘explosive’ means a detonating fuze, fuze, primer, fuse, fusee, dynamite, 
blasting caps, black powder, liquid nitroglycerin, fulminate in bulk in dry 
condition, or any other high explosive. 

‘““(b) Whoever 

(1) imports into the United States or introduces, delivers, or receives for 
introduction, attempts to transport, transports, or causes to be transported, 
in commerce any explosive, or 

**(2) possesses any explosive which has been imported into the United 
States, or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in commerce, 

with the knowledge or intent that it will be used in violation of a law of the 
United States or of a State, Territory, commonwealth, district, or possession of 
the United States, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more 
than one year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsection, 
shall be subject also to the death penalty or to imprisonment for any term of 
years or for life. 

““(e) Whoever, in violation of a law of a State, Territory, commonwealth, 
district, or possession of the United States, possesses an explosive that has been 
imported into the United States or introduced, delivered for introduction, or 
transported in commerce, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not 
more than one year, or both; and, if death results from a violation of this subsec- 
tion, shall be imprisoned for any term of years or for life. 

“‘(d) The possession or use of an explosive in such a way as to constitute a 
violation of a law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
District, or possession of the United States creates rebuttable presumptions that 
the explosive (1) was transported in commerce and (2) was transported or caused 
to be transported in commerce by the person so possessing or using it. 

““(e) Whoever, through the use of the mail, telephone, telegraph, or other 
instrument of commerce, willfully imparts or conveys, or causes to be imparted 
or conveyed, information, knowing the same to be false, concerning an attempt 
or alleged attempt being made, or to be made, to perform any act prohibited by 
this section, shall be imprisoned not more than one year or fined not more than 
$1,000 or both.” 

Sec. 2. The table of sections of chapter 39 of title 18 of the United States 
Code is amended by inserting immediately below 
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“836. Transportation of fireworks into State prohibiting sale or use.”’ 
the following: 
“837. Explosives; illegal use or possession.”’ 


Sec. 3. Section 14 of title 18 of the United States Code is amended by inserting 


“837,” immediately after ‘‘797,”’. 


[H. J. Res. 168, 85th Cong., Ist sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION To punish the imparting of false information concerning bombs and to prohibit 
their placement in interstate commerce 


Whereas on a number of occasions bombs secreted in public places have exploded 
and caused death, bodily injury, mental anguish and property damage, and 
have disrupted the peace and tranquility of certain communities in the United 
States; and 

Whereas such bombs, the threat of such bombs, or false information concerning 
bombs or alleged bombs, have delayed and otherwise interfered with trans- 
portation and the orderly pursuit of interstate commerce; and 

Whereas the aforesaid actions have generally tended to undermine the welfare and 
well-being of the general public; and 

Whereas it is in the public interest that laws be enacted which will make such 
acts unlawful and tend to control and eliminate the perpetration of such offenses; 
and 

Whereas it will have a salutary effect upon the public peace to have the law 
enforcement agencies of the United States Government enlisted in cooperation 
with local law enforcement agencies to eliminate such offenses: Now, therefore, 
be it 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 

in Congress assembled, That whoever, with intent to kill or injure any person or 
persons, or with a reckless disregard for human life, or to nee or destroy 
property, places any bomb, explosive or other destructive substance in any build- 
ing or place used in, or connected with (directly or indirectly) the pursuit of in- 
terstate commerce, shall be imprisoned for not more than twenty years, or fined 
not more than $10,000, or both. 

Sec. 2. Whoever is guilty of any act prohibited by section 1, which has re- 
sulted in the death of any person, shall be subject to the penalty of death or to 
imprisonment for life. 

Sec. 3. Whoever, through the use of the mail, telephone, telegraph or other 
instrument of interstate commerce, willfully imparts or conveys, or causes to be 
imparted or conveyed, information, knowing the same to be false, concerning an 
attempt or alleged attempt being made, or to be made, to perform any act pro- 
hibited by section 1 shall be imprisoned not more than three years or fined not 
more than $1,000 or both. 


{Hi. J. Res. 526, 85th Cong., 2d ses 


JOINT RESOLUTION To punish the imparting of false information concerning bombs and other 
destructive substance 

Whereas bombs, the threat of bombs, or false information concerning bombs 
or alleged bombs, have delayed and otherwise interfered with transportation 
and the orderly pursuit of interstate commerce; and 

Whereas the aforesaid actions have generally tended to undermine the wel- 
fare and well being of the general public; and 

Whereas it is in the public interest that laws be enacted which will make such 
acts unlawful and tend to control and eliminate the perpetration of such offenses: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Re presentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 47 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by adding the following section: 


“$1027. Imparting or Conveying False Information. 

“‘Whoever willfully imparts or conveys or causes to be imparted or conveyed 
false information, knowing the information to be false, concerning an attempt or 
alleged attempt being made or to be made to do any act which would be a crime 
prohibited by chapter 2, ‘Aircraft and motor vehicles’, chapter 39, ‘Explosives and 
combustibles’, section 1364, ‘Interference with foreign commerce by violation’, 
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section 1716, ‘Injurious articles as nonmailable’, section 1792, ‘Mutiny, riot, 
dangersous instrumentalities prohibited’, section 1992, ‘Wrecking trains’, or 
chapter 111 ‘shipping’, of this title—shall be fined not more than $1,000 or im- 
prisoned not more than one year or both’’. 

Sec. 2. Section 35 of title 18, United States Code is repealed. 

Sec. 3. The chapter analysis of chapter 47, title 18, United States Code is 
amended by adding the following item: 


**1027. Imparting or conveying false information.”’ 


Mr. Wits. One of the authors is the distinguished chairman of 
this full committee, Mr. Celler, the gentleman from New York; and 
we are very honored and pleased to hear from him at this point. 


STATEMENT OF HON. EMANUEL CELLER, REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE 11TH DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
YORK 


Mr. Cetier. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

On April 30, 1958, the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith 
placed before the United States Attorney General William P. Rogers 
a record of 45 bombing outrages that have occurred in the South 
since January 1, 1957. 

At that time the league asked the Federal authorities to exercise 
jurisdiction in the matter and take whatever Federal action necessary 
to suppress the violence. 

The 45 bombings and dynamiting of synagogues, churches, schools, 
and other buildings in the South are condemned, I am sure, by 
American citizens wherever they live. 

The full power of the governments, State and Federal, should be 
employed in stopping this terrorism. The Attorney General has been 
asked to use the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with its incom- 
parable resources, to help combat it. So far he has not ordered the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to investigate the violence. 

The Department of Justice, in its reluctance, apparently is worrying 
about whether or not there is an interstate conspiracy behind the 
bombings. Meanwhile, unfortunately, the terrorists are at large and 
the danger that they may strike again is imminent. 

The acts of violence—and, Mr. Chairman, I have a list of the bomb- 
ings which I placed in the Congressional Record of May 5, 1958, at 
page A4106, and which I would like to make a part of the record of 
these hearings—have been directed at Jews and Negroes. 

Mr. Wiuuts. Without objection, that list or excerpt from the 
Congressional Record of May 5, 1958, will be placed in the record af 
this point. 

(The above-mentioned document follows.) 


BoMBINGS 


Extension of remarks of Hon. Emanuel Celler of New York in the House of 
Representatives, Monday, April 21, 1958 


Mr. Ceiuer. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks in the Record, 
I include the following statement issued by the Anti-Defamation League of 
B’nai B'rith: 

“The Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith on April 30, 1958, placed before 
United States Attorney General William P. Rogers a record of 45 bombing out- 
rages that have occurred in the South since January 1, 1957, showing ‘that the 
Federal authorities do have jurisdiction in the matter and that Federal action is 
evidently needed.’ 
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‘‘Henry Howard Schultz, national chairman of the league, appealed for Federal 
intervention ‘to prevent further bombing outrages’ in a letter and memorandum 
to the Attorney General after a meeting with Assistant Attorney General W. 
Wilson White on Monday, April 26, immediately after the Jacksonville synagogue 
bombing. Mr. Schultz stressed that although local authorities have basic respon- 
sibility for prosecuting the criminals, the situation involves numerous Federal 
violations and calls for action by the Department of Justice to avoid ‘loss of 
life in addition to the considerable losses of property that have been sustained up 
to this date.’ 

“He pointed out that of the 45 bombing incidents against religious institutions, 
public schools, community centers and other property, 6 were upon places of 
Jewish worship, all occurring since November 1957. An examination of the facts 
in all of these instances, we believe, bears out our contention that the Federal 
authorities do have jurisdiction in the matter and that Federal action is evidently 
needed. 

‘Mr. Schultz emphasized that ‘the number to which these incidents has grown 
indicates the probability that they are not unrelated events. Indeed, in our 
view, there is clear evidence that there is a virtual Southwide conspiracy of law- 
less elements. For example, after some of the explosions, persons who knew of 
them before they became matters of public knowledge telephoned to say that the 
bombings werejperpetrated by an organization deseribed variously as the Con- 
federate Union or the Confederate underground. 

‘In other instances, before the bombings occurred, telephone calls were 
received by newspapers and others stating that the attacks were part of a con- 
certed plan to warn against the continued use of religious institutions for the pro- 
motion of equal rights. Those involved were threatened with violence and 
death.’ 

“The operations of this terrorist conspiracy, the league added, ‘have crossed 
State lines, in itself a Federal violation. In the most recent bombing in Jackson- 
ville, Fla., on April 28, an automobile observed at the scene of the crime bore a 
Tennessee license plate. In the March 16 Nashville and Miami bombings, the 
similarity of the dynamiting techniques justify the inference that they stemmed 
from the same source.’ 

“The league told Attorney General Rogers that ‘the 45 incidents—their ele- 
ments of similarity coupled with the threatening statements—demonstrate a 
plot to overthrow established constitutional order by force and violence. This 
is a violation of the Smith Act.’ 

“Further, the league said, ‘the purpose of this conspiracy is to intimidate its 
victims into abandoning their federally secured rights to vote, to freedom of assem- 
bly and to freedom of religion. This, in our considered opinion, viclates the 
Federal civil rights law.’ 

“Mr. Schultz declared that ‘these bombings in different areas of the South 
may well involve interstate transportation of explosives in common carriers. 
If this is so, the United States Criminal Code was violated. This, too, would 
seem to call for careful investigation of the entire matter by Federal law enforce- 
ment authorities.’ 

“The league also pointed out that ‘a number of the telephone calls made in 
connection with the Nashville bombing of March 16 included threats of violence 
against a Federal judge. This is a Federal crime in and of itself. If any of the 
telephone threats made to private persons were effected through any medium of 
interstate commerce, this would also be a violation of Federal law.’ 

“The foregoing facts, the league concluded, make out a clear case for Federal 
investigation and for Federal intervention to bring the criminals to judgment. 
‘We urgently submit,’ it said, ‘that the cause of law and order in the South will 
be served by such action on the part of the United States Department of Justice.’ 


“ROMBINGS OF RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS, SCHOOLS, AND OTHER PROPERTY, 1957 
TO DATE 


“1, January 7, 1957, Beaumont, Tex.: Bomb went off outside home of Dr. Ed 
Sprott, a Negro physician and former NAACP official. 

“2. January 7, 1957, Mobile, Ala.: Bomb did little damage to the home of 
Walter Johnson, a Negro. 

“3. January 9, 1957, Montgomery, Ala.: Bombs caused damages at 4 locations: 

“4. (a) Home of Rev. Robert Graetz, a Negro minister. 

“5. (b) Home of Rev. Ralph D. Abernethy, a Negro minister. 
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“6. (c) Rey. Abernethy’s First Baptist Church. (d) Hutchinson Street 
Baptist Church. 

“7. January 9, 1957, Beaumont, Tex.: Bomb was set off under the home of 
Mr. and Mrs. Grover Lee Myles, a Negro couple residing in a mixed neighborhood. 

“8. January 1957, Americus, Ga.: Koinonia Farm’s roadside market was 
blasted by dynamite. 

“9, January 27, 1957, Montgomery, Ala.: Attempt to blow up the home of 
Rev. Martin Luther King, Jr., Negro minister, misfired. 

“10. January 28, 1957, Montgomery, Ala.,: A bomb was tossed between a 
Negro home and a filling station, caused damage to both bvildings. 

“11, January 29, 1957, Beaumont, Tex.: A bomb blew up the body of a truck 
parked near the county courthouse ‘and owned by State Representative Rufus 
Kilpatrick. 

“12. January 28, 1957, Beaumont, Tex.: A blast damaged the entrance to 
St. Michael’s Orthodox Church. 

January 28, 1957, Beaumont, Tex.: Windows in a home near the First 
Christian Church were damaged by a blast. 

‘l4. February 14, 1957, Clinton, Tenn.; A suitcase of dynamite exploded in 
the heart of the Negro section, injuring a woman, an 1l-month-old baby, and 
wrecking property over a wide area including a nearby restaurant. 

“15. February 18, 1957, Mobile, Ala.: The home of Walter Johnson, a Negro 
was again damaged by a bomb. 

“16. February 19, 1957, Knoxville, Tenn.: Dynamite explosion reverberated 
through Municipal Building where Negro Louis Armstrong’s band played to a 
segregated audience. 

“17. February 1957, Americus, Ga.: Second bombing of Koinonia Farm’s 
roadside market 

“18. April 29, 1957, Bessemer, Ala.: Blast at Allen Temple A. M. E., a Negro 
church. 

19. April 29, 1957, Bessemer, Ala.: Explosion at the home of Asbury Howard, 
a Negro and international vice president of the United Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers. 

"20. May 25, 1957, Chattanooga, Tenn.: House of R. H. Craig, Negro attorney, 
dynamited. 

“21. September 9-10, 1957, Nashville, Tenn.: The new Hattie Cotton EKlemen- 
tary School was virtually destroyed by dynamite. 

‘29. October 2, 1957, Greensboro, N. C.: Explosion at Negro man’s home 2 
blocks from white school his children now attend—FElijah Herring. 

‘23. November 1, 1957, Bessemer, Ala.: A dynamite blast damaged the home of 
a Negro attorney, David Hood, Jr., who is attempting to open Bessemer’s 2 public 
parks to Negroes. Z L 

“94. November 11, 1957, Charlotte, N. C.: Bombing attempt at Temple Beth- 
El failed. ror 8 

“95. November 5, 1957, Charlotte, N. C.: Police investigating 3 dynamiting 
incidents in Negro section since October 27; latest explosion in vacant house 
practically destroyed. rot 

‘96. November 16, 1957, Gaffney, 8. C.: Bomb failed to go off at the home of a 
white woman, wife of Dr. James H. San ler ‘rs, who had written an article advocating 
a moderate approach in racial relations. 

‘97. November 19, 1957, Gaffney, 5S. C.: 
Mrs. Sanders failed 

‘98° November 20, 1957, Gaffney, 8. C.: This time a blast went off at the home 
of Mrs. Sanders, causing some damage. 

‘299. November 20, 1957, Cherokee County, 8. C.: Blast rocked the home of a 
Negro tenant farmer, Lewis Ford. E 

‘30. November 26, 1957, tinggold, Ga.: Attempt to dynamite the home of 
Philip Higgins, a Negro, failed. ' 

**31. December 7, 1957, Birmingh: im, Ala.: Two dynamite blasts shattered a 
home into which a Negro family (Robert Greer) was preparing to move. 

“39 December 31, 1957, Birmingham, Ala.: Home of Negro family which 
moved into white neighborhood—damaged by bomb explosion—home owned 
by Otis Flowers : 

“ «32° December 31, 1957, Little Rock, Ark.: Mrs. L. C. Bates, Arkansas presi- 
dent NAACP reported an attempt to bomb her home. 

“34 January 1, 1958, Charlotte, N. C.: The marquee at a drive-in theater 
that admits both Negro and white patrons, was dynamited. 

“35 January 19, 1958, Chattanooga, Tenn.: An explosion damaged Howard 
School for Negroes, 


Another attempt to bomb the home of 
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‘36. January 19, 1958, Tulsa, Okla.: A crude bomb did little damage to a 
home occupied by a Negro family (that of Johnny Gamble) who had moved in 
2 months before. 


‘37. February 9, 1958, Gastonia, N. C.: Bombing attempt at Temple Emanuel 
also failed. 

“38. February 15, 1958, Charlotte, N. C.: Five men arrested for attempting 
to dynamite a county Negro elementary school. 

‘39. February 17, 1958, Atlanta, Ga.: A dynamite blast damaged a Negro’s 
home in a white section. 

“40. March 16, 1958, Miami, Fla.: Dynamite blast did at least $30,000 worth 
of damage to Temple Beth El’s school-recreation annex. 

“41. March 16, 1958, Nashville, Tenn.: Dynamite blast ripped the front of 
the Jewish Community Center building. 

“42. March 17, 1958, Atlanta, Ga.: Dynamite damaged an unoccupied house 
recently sold to a Negro in a predominantly white neighborhood. 

“43. April 27, 1958, Jacksonville, Fla.: Dynamite blast at Jewish Center. 

“44, April 27, 1958, Jacksonville, Fla.: Bombing damaged the entrance way of 
a Negro school, the James Weldon Johnson Junior High School. 

“45. April 28, 1958, Birmingham, Ala.: Dynamiting of Temple Beth-El mis- 
fired.”’ 

Mr. Cr.uter. There have been incidents in Alabama, Tennessee, 
North Carolina, Georgia, Texas, South Carolina, Florida, Arkansas, 
and Oklahoma. 

In respect to some of the explosions, persons who knew of them 
before they became matters of public knowledge telephoned police 
authorities and others to say that the bombings were perpetrated by 
an organization described variously as the “Confederate Union’ or 
the ‘Confederate Underground.” 

This reference is most unfortunete. Without doubt, there are 
hundreds of thousands of southerners sentimentally linked with the 
Confederacy who are angered by the use of ‘Confederate Under- 
ground” by hoodlums dynamiting schools, synagogues, and other 
places of religious worship. 

Southerners with authentic attachment are indignant that the new 
self-styled Confederates are giving the Confederacy a bad name. 
By dynamiting Jewish religious institutions, including synagogues 
founded many years ago, the unknown terrorists have offended 
southern sensibilities. Such sentiments have been voiced in news- 
paper editorials throughout the South. 

The Anti-Defamation League, in its appeal to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, seeking Federal action in this matter, submitted facts relating 
to the bombing incidents which, to my mind, fully support the con- 
tention that the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other Federal 
authorities do have jurisdiction in this matter. In its appeal, the 
league pointed out that the number of incidents—45 in number 
indicate that they were not unrelated events and that, in fact, the 
evidence showed a virtual southwide conspiracy of lawless elements. 

In addition, telephone calls were received by newspapers and others 
stating that the attacks were part of a concerted plan to warn against 
the continued use of religious institutions for the promotion of equal 
rights. 

The operations of this terrorist conspiracy, the league pointed out, 
crossed State lines, which is a Federal violation. 

The purpose of the conspiracy apparently is to intimidate the 
victims into abandoning their vitally secured rights to vote, to free- 
dom of assembly, and to freedom of worship. 

Such a purpose, coupled with overt acts, of course, violates the Fed- 
eral civil rights law. 
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The bombings in different areas of the South strongly indicate that 
interstate transportation of explosives was involved. If this is sO, 
the United States Criminal Code was violated. At least, it would 
justify a careful investigation of the entire matter by Federal law- 
enforcement authorities. I am told also that a number of telephone 
calls, made in connection with the Nashville bombing of March 16 
included threats of violence against a Federal judge. This is a Federal 
crime in and of itself. 

The foregoing summary makes out a clear case for Federal investi- 
gation. Yet the Department of Justice, despite urgings from many 
sides, has not acted. In a letter dated April 30, 1958, addressed to 
me and which was made public by the Department of Justice, the 
Deputy Attorney General, Lawrence E. Walsh, stated that although 
the Department was— 
deeply shocked at these outrageous acts, there is no basis for action by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. The matter awaits State action. 

He stated further, bowever, that the Bureau had offered its full 
cooperative functions, including the facilities of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation Laboratory and files, in its desire to assist the local 
police. Apparently, such assistance has not been requested. 

Mr. Chairman, these are real bombings. They are inflicting real 
damage, not only on property but on the fabric of our collective life. 
The United States Constitution is broad enough to meet this challenge 
to our peace and security as it has so many others. 

I have, therefore, introduced the legislation which you have before 
you today, in order to make it abundantly clear that the Federal 
Government does and will have authority to combat such outrageous 
acts. 

My bill, H. R. 12935, will make it a Federal violation to transport or 
possess any explosive in interstate commerce with the knowledge or 
intent that such explosive will be used in violation of a law of the 
United States or of any State. 

The possession or use of such explosive will create a rebuttable 
presumption that such explosive was transported in commerce by the 
person so possessing or using it. 

This feature will give Federal agencies such as the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation preliminary jurisdic tion in the event there is any doubt 
to immediately employ their forces to apprehend the perpetrators of 
these outrageous acts. 

I might point out, Mr. Chairman, that there is precedent for such 
initial jurisdiction. Section 1201 (b) of title 18, United States Code, 
on kidnapping provides that failure to release the victim within 24 
hours after he has been seized or abducted creates a rebuttable pre- 
sumption that such person was transported in interstate or foreign 
commerce. 

I see many organizations represented here this morning. There 
are representatives from the Anti-Defamation League, the American 
Civil Liberties Union, the National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People, and others. 

I know they will outline in detail the incidents that have taken place 
in the various States. I know too that there are experts here who will 
try to answer any of the committee’s questions with regard to the 
legal and constitutional aspects of not only my bill, but the other bills 
which the subcommittee is conside ‘ring this morning. 
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All in all, I feel that congressional action is necessary to repair the 
lack of jurisdiction which the Department of Justice holds concurrently 
to exist. It would be a tragic mistake for Congress to fail to act in 
this matter and thus give future perpetrators the idea that such acts 
cannot be effectively suppressed. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We are happy to have 
you with us this morning. 

We are also happy to have with us this mor ning the ranking minority 
member of the full committee, Mr. Keating. ‘We would be pleased 
to hear from you at this time, Mr. Keating. 


STATEMENT OF HON. KENNETH B. KEATING, REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE 38TH DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
NEW YORK 


Mr. Keatinc. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity you 
have given me to testify with respect to these important measures 
this morning. 

These bills are specifically aimed at those vicious conspiracies which 
in recent months have resulted in six bombings or attempted bombings 
involving Negro schools and Jewish synagogues. 

I welcome the opportunity to register my support of any measure 
designed to bring the perpetrators of such heinous crimes to justice 
and to prevent the commission of similar offenses in the future. 

Although I have been deeply concerned with this problem, I have 
refrained from introducing specific legislation because, in my opinion, 
a bill, whose enactment I have urged ever since I first introduced it 
in January 1954, would with one possible amendment, achieve the 
very objectives being sought in the bills now before you. 

If my proposal had been in effect when these bombings took place, 
I venture to say that our Federal law-enforcement officials would by 
this time have been on top of the situation. The bill to which I 
refer is H. R. 258, now pending before your subcommittee, and which 
was referred to your subcommittee some time ago. 

The recent outbreaks of violence in the South have followed 
common pattern. They are evidence of an interstate conspiracy to 
coerce and intimidate those who are in good faith and honesty at- 
tempting to carry out the Supreme Court’s decision concerning school 
integration. 

Leaders of the group apparently behind the campaign boasted in 
their threatening phone calls that they are members of a widespread 
conspiracy. It is my opinion that elements of the Ku Klux Klan 
form the hard core of this nefarious organization. I understand that 
there is ample evidence to that effect. And while the primary target 
of the Klan has been the Negro, it is becoming increasingly evident 
that its target is being widened to embrace the Jew. 

It is commendable that local authorities have taken stern and 
vigorous action in an attempt to round up the hoodlums perpetrating 
these dastardiy deeds. It is commendable also that the gr«st ma- 
jority of the local citizenries in these communities and thei’ vocal 
leaders have spoken out against these outbreaks. But that is not 
enough. The interstate nature of the plots—the ability of the 
bombers to flee swiftly across State lines—prevents an effective crack- 
down. 
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It is, therefore, incumbent upon the Federal Government to step 
in and crumble this pattern of lawlessness. I have been in touch 
with officials of the Justice Department inquiring as to what can be 
done to assert the interstate powers of Uncle Sam to curb this con- 
spiracy. Unfortunately, their hands are tied, under the status of our 
laws today. 

H. R. 258 would close the gap in our Federal laws and permit the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to step in whenever interstate con- 
spiracies were working to break State felony laws. This measure 
would be effective in curbing a wide range of conspiracies across 
State lines and, particularly, would give the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation the green light to put an end to this dynamiting con- 
spiracy in the South. 

In my view, this broader approach is what is needed to stamp out 
any interstate conspiracy — at intimidating and injuring members 
of either the Negro race or the Jewish race or any other race. 

A measure directed solely at bombings might serve to destroy one 
arm of the conspiracy. But H. R. 257 is designed to strike at the very 
heart of the monster, and thus to destroy it completely. 

Laudable as are the objectives of the measure and great as is the 
need for its enactment, H. R. 258 has not received the support of those 
most concerned with enforcement of its provisions. 

In the 83d and 84th Congresses, the Department of Justice raised 
objections to the bill. Although requested to report on it as long ago 
as January 24, 1958, the subcommittee—lI understand that it is your 
committee, Mr. Chairman—has received no word from the Depart- 
ment during this session. And I understand that the Department 
will not give its views regarding the bills now before you. 

I consider this very unfortunate. I have awaite xd some word from 
the Justice Department with respect to H. R. 258 before actively 
urging its favorable consideration by your subcommittee. 

I had expected them to take a position by this time, which, if not 
approving H. R. 258, would at least advance a proposal to accomplish 
the same object; that is, the eradication of organized crime in this 
country. 

The time has come for Congress to act, whether or not the Justice 
Department has taken a position. It is, after all, Congress’ obliga- 
tion to do the legislating. Naturally, we like to take that course of 
action which has the backing of those most intimately concerned 
with enforcement of these laws we enact. 

But we can neither defer action nor fail to act, once our considered 
judgment dictates a need for legislation. To abdicate our responsi- 
bility in this manner could well lead to the breakdown of our system 
of constitutional government. 

H. R. 258 proposes to expand chapter 19 of title 18 of the United 
States Code, the chapter on conspiracy, by adding two new sections 
at the end thereof. It appeals to me as a logical application of 
constitutional principles and criminal-law concepts which would bring 
the Federal Government accurately into the struggle against organized 
crime in all its ramifications, without raising the specter of a Federal 
police force or encountering the understandable resistance of those who 
look with alarm on direct encroachment by Uncle Sam into local 
affairs. 
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The section of criminal law of the American Bar Association has 
endorsed this bill and much work was done in developing it by various 
committees and groups within that section. 

Indeed, it was drawn in collaboration with the criminal law section. 

As a matter of fact, the possibilities of applying the conspiracy 
notion broadly to the problem of organized crime were first explored 
by a special commission on organized crime created in 1951 by the 
American Bar Association under the chairmanship of the late Judge 
Robert Patterson, to cooperate, on behalf of the legal profession, with 
the Senate Crime Committee, which was then engaged in devising 
ways to deal with the problems of syndicated crime and nationwide 
racketeering which it was unearthing. The conspiracy proposal was 
still under study when the Crime Committee ceased to function, so 
it never became a formal recommendation of that committee. 

Basically, I believe two things which are reflected in this bill. First, 
I believe that organized crime activities, the big-time hoodlums and 
racketeers who have been fatte ning themselves on nationwide opera- 
tions in fields such as bookmaking, vice, narcotics, and the like and 
anti-Semitic and anti-Negro organizations bent on making a sham of 
law and order are a grave and continuing problem which demand 
action at the Federal level. 

No single State can deal effectively with criminal syndicates that 
extend across the borders of many States. Nor can any one State 
deal a knockout punch at interstate conspiracies to intimidate those 
who would protect the civil liberties of our citizens. Only the Federal 
Government can do that. 

Second, I feel that the proper action to be taken by Congress on 
behalf of the Federal Government ought to be in the nature of a direct 
criminal prohibition, rather than any oblique approaches. 

I think it is high time that we recognized these miscreants as 
criminals and struck at them for what they are. I have never been 
completely satisfied with proposals in this area to crack down on 
these enemies of society by enforcing income-tax laws against them or 
imposing special taxes on their criminal activities, or by. tightening up 
the immigration laws so we can throw a few more of them out of our 
country, or by imposing onerous regulations on the communications 
facilities upon which they rely, and so forth. 

No doubt such moves are necessary and of varying effectiveness. 
But we should recognize them as criminals of the worst type. It is 
time we contrived a way to prosecute them as criminals for their 
crimes and to pack them off to serve appropriate sentences for being 
what they are and not for any subterfuge. 

“Organized crime” and “criminal conspiracy” are almost synony- 
mous phrases. Every one of the empires like Capone’s and Costello’s 
and “Greasy Thumb” Gusick’s contained clearly and unequivocally 
all the elements of criminal conspiracy. 

Sut they could not be reached under the conspiracy laws of any 
one State, and their overlords took pains not to trifle with activities 
which would get them involved with existing Federal law. So what 
they and others like them have been getting away with are in essence, 
conspiracies making use of interstate commerce but having as their 
object the violation of State laws.. 

I direct your attention especially to the definition section of H. R. 
258, beginning at line 21 on page 2 of the bill. This paragraph sets 


29578—58——2 








14 PROHIBIT ACTS INVOLVING USE OF EXPLOSIVES 


out the kinds of offenses against State laws which the term “organized 
crime offense’? would encompass. 

H. R. 258 would cover conspiracies to commit crimes 
relating to gambling, narcotics, intoxicating liquors, prostitution, criminal fraud, 
or false pretenses, or murder, maiming, or assault with intent to inflict great bodily 
harm. 

In addition to. this, I would suggest an amendment at line 23 of 
page 2 of H. R. 258 after the words “relating to.” At that point I 
would insert “the willful destruction or damaging of any building or 
structure.’ This could clearly bring under this bill the same offenses 
that the bills now before vou seek to govern. 

This bill would be as broad as the legitimate interest of Congress 
in keeping criminals out of interstate commerce. It would cover the 
whole field. 

At the same time, this approach would actually result in a more 
perfect adjustment between State and Federal action than has been 
achieved by some of the existing laws such as the Lottery Act and 
the Mann Act. 

These acts create definite standards of criminality which are im- 
posed irrespective of the States’ own laws. It is a Federal offense to 
ship lottery materials even though the shipment is destined for a — 
diction like Nevada where lotteries are pe rfec ‘tly legal, for example 

No such result is possible under H. R. 258. The Federal powers are 
called into play only when, where, and to the extent that the States 
themselves have established the criminality of a particular act in the 
included categories. In short, under this bill Uncle Sam would never 
do anything more than help the States enforce their own laws. 

A question has been raised from time to time as to whether a bill 
like H. R. 258 would not throw an unreasonable burden on the 
Federal agencies, and specifically on the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion. 

Any such apprehension is unfounded. It only takes 2 or 3 big 
dragnet cases to break up a nationwide conspiracy altogether. This 
is no mere speculation on my part. I can cite you a very good 
example. 

It has been a long time since we have heard anything about the 
racketeers who used to prey on legitimate industries by organized 
terror and extortion. Yet 20 years ago that was a sordid phenomenon 
which was openly acknowle dged to be widespread. 

Congress finally stepped in and passed the so-called Anti-Racketeer. 
ing Act, now appearing as section 195] of title 18, United States ( ‘ode, 
which made it a crime to make use of interstate commerce to extort, 
or to conspire to extort via this medium. 

Under that act, the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the 
Department of Justice made just one enormous case—a conspiracy 
prosecution which broke up an extortion scheme against motion 
picture theater operators extending al] the way from New York to 
California. 

All the principals went to jail. And that was the end of it. The 
Anti-Racketeering Act has not had to be invoked for any big cases 
since, because no one wants to tangle with it. 

These are the sort of results I confidently believe that enactment of 
H. R. 258 could accomplish. It would enable the State and Federal 
Governments to join in a concentrated effort to wipe out anti-Semitic, 
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anti-Negro, gambling, narcotics, and other vicious conspiracies con- 
ducted on an interstate level. 

I commend this approach to the attention of this subcommittee 
and respectfully urge that you give it careful consideration along with 
that of the bills being considered at this hearing. 

Further than that, I hope that you will see fit in the very near 
future, if necessary, to hold further hearings on H. R. 258 specifically, 
during which others interested—and I know that there are a great 
many—may have an opportunity to testify. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you very much, Mr. Keating. 

Our next witness this morning is Congressman Peter W. Rodino, 
Jr., a member of the full committee, and we are delighted to have 
you with us this morning, Mr. Rodino. 


STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE PETER W. RODINO, JR., REPRE- 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE 10TH DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


Mr. Roprno. Mr. Chairman, it is a pleasure for me to appear here 
this morning before a subcommittee of my own committee and testify 
on this very important matter. 

On August 14, 1957, leading newspapers carried a sobering account 
of a bomb scare in downtown Newark, N. J., causing the evacuation 
of 1,000 people employed in the Commerce Court Building. 

Not only did the scare disrupt the orderly business of the compa- 
nies located in that building, but also it caused the police depart- 
ment to send its emergency squads to that area in a futile search for 
the alleged bomb. 

This left other areas of police work unattended by the officers who 
were called from their other assigned duties. 

While this was a Newark incident, it should be noted that similar 
events were not only happening in other parts of the country on 
that day, but have been happening almost daily since that time. In 
addition to public buildings like the Commerce Court Building, false 
tips are being made every day about bombs and other explosives 
being planted in railroad stations, airline terminals, and other public 
transportation facilities, delaying people and causing law enforcement 
agencies much anxiety. 

In recent months, some 45 bombings and dynamitings of syna- 
gogues, schools, churches, and other buildings in the South have 
pointed up the need for legislation to curb these outrageous incidents. 

Unfortunately, the Attorney General has taken the position that 
Federal statutes do not authorize the Federal Bureau and other 
Federal agence ies to Inve stige ate these types of violence. 

When these incidents are multiplied manyfold because of similar 
happenings in various cities throughout the country, one gets a 
clearer picture of the enormity of the problem with which law enforce- 
ment agencies must deal. 

Crowded theaters, bus terminals, schools—and, Mr. Chairman, 
only recently a school in Rahway, N. J., was evacuated because of 
a bomb scare—have all been the subject of dynamitings or bomb 
scares. Many will recall the “Mad Bomber” episode which terrorized 
the Newark and New York City areas about a year ago. 
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The perpetrators of these crimes use interstate facilities such as 
railroads and other common carriers to transport the bombs and 
telephones to give false or anonymous tips. 

In addition they themselves cross State lines in many instances, 
either by automobile or bus, in initiating the crime or in fleeing from 
their outrageous acts. 

Because the wrongful acts are conceived in one area and take 
place in other areas, local police agencies cannot effectively cope 
with all situations. National agencies such as the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, with their tremendous investigative facilities, are not 
only needed but properly should take jurisdiction. 

I have introduced two bills, Mr. Chairman, which are pending before 
this subcommittee this morning. One bill, H. J. Res. 168, would make 
it a Federal offense to place bombs with intent to kill or to injure any 
person with a reckless disregard for human life, or to damage or 
destroy property, in any building or place used in or connected with, 
directly or indirectly, the pursuit of interstate commerce. 

In doing so, it would make available the services of the Federal 
Bureau of. Investigation and other Federal agencies in helping our 
local police departments to stamp out the current rash of bombings, 
dynamitings, and anonymous false tips. In connection with this 
bill, I received an official communication from the Post Office De- 
partment supporting this measure. 

My other bill, H. J. Res. 526, is a general statute relating to impart- 
ing false information concerning bombs and to prohibit their place- 
ment in interstate commerce. Presently there are a number of 
statutes relating to the use of explosives. 

Among them are section 1364 of title 18, United States Code, which 
relates to interference with foreign commerce by fire or explosives; 
section 1992 of the same section which is concerned with the use of 
explosives at railroad terminals, bridges, etc.; section 1716, which in 
part bans the mailing of explosives; section 1792 relating to the con- 
veying of explosives to Federal penal institutions; section 1777 relating 
to explosives aboard certain vessels; section 1728, relating to explosives 
aboard vessels carrying passengers; sections 32 and 33 relating re- 
spectively to the destruction of aircraft or aircraft facilities and the 
destruction of motor vehicle facilities; and sections 831 through 836, 
entitled ‘Explosives and Combustibles’’—all of these provisions 
relating to bombs, yet very few of them have provisions outlawing 
anonymous or false tips with respect to the placement of bombs in 
areas of tunnels, railroads, and in aircraft, railroad trains, vessels, 
and other interstate facilities. 

This particular bill would have a general false-tip statute and would 
apply to all pertinent Federal acts. 

This legislation, like House Joint Resolution 168, has the approval 
of the Post Office Department, which states that the proposed remedy 
would have the effect of deterring anonymous false reports which have 
heretofore resulted in frequent and serious delay in the transmission 
of the mails, as well as the Interstate Commerce Commission. I note 
that Mr. Celler’s bill, H. R. 12935, incorporates the provisions of 
House Joint Resolution 526. 

The recent dynamiting of schools and churches in the South have 
only served to show how nec essary Federal legislation is to repair the 
lack of Federal jurisdiction which the Departme nt of Justice holds 
currently to exist. 
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Thank you Mr. Chairman, again for this opportunity of appearing 
here this morning. 

Mr. Wiuurs. We are glad to have you and your comments both on 
your own bills and on the others bills that we are considering. 

Our next witness is Congressman Carlton Loser, who is the author 
of one of the bills we are “considering on this subject this morning. 
Congressman, it is a pleasure to have you with us this morning. 


STATEMENT OF HON. J. CARLTON LOSER, REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE FIFTH DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF TENNESSEE 


Mr. Loser. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, may 
I not first express my profound gratitude for the high privilege of 
appearing before this great subcommittee, headed by the very dis- 
tinguished gentleman from the great State of Louisiana, Mr. Willis. 

My home city of Nashville, the capitol city of Tennessee, and its 
citizens have viewed with alarm the outbreak of bombings of schools 
and synagogues in recent weeks, all in open defiance of law and order. 
My home city is not alone in these acts of hoodlumism. ‘These out- 
breaks of terrorism have occurred in 10 States. In the great city of 
Miami, Fla., 1,000 miles removed from Nashville, a synagogue was 
bombed almost simultaneous ly with the bombing of such an institution 
in Nashville, under similar circumstances, in which the same dyna- 
miting technique was employed. In recent bombings over the 
country, it has been indicated that these acts of contempt for law and 
order have been in some manner identified with the so-called civil 
rights discussions and related matters. 

Some few years ago my State was plagued with similar dynamitings, 
in which business establishments were subjected to these acts of 
terrorism. At that time these acts were repeated in many States over 
the Nation. With few exceptions, the perpetrators of these diabolical 
acts have escaped detection. 

Since the bombings over the country have followed a pattern, in 
many instances the same technique being employed, one is driven 
inescapably to the conclusion that these acts are interstate in character, 
being planned in one State and executed in another. 

There is presently no Federal statute that covers this type of 
offense, and therefore, the Federal Bureau of Investigation is with- 
out jurisdiction, and it cannot aid and assist local officers in the in- 

vestigation and apprehension of the perpetrators of these heinous 
acts, and such a situation cannot and should not be tolerated. 

H. R. 11806 seeks to amend title 18 of the United States Code so 
as to prohibit certain acts involving the importation, transportation, 
possession, or use of explosives, in commerce, with the knowledge or 
intent that such explosives will be used in violation of a law of the 
United States or of a State. 

It will, therefore, appear to the members of the subcommittee that 
this bill creates an offense known in the criminal law as one requiring 
proof of specific intent. In other words, naked possession of ex- 
plosives is not an offense under the bill; and, of course, possession of 
such explosives, including the interstate transportation of the same 
for lawful purposes is not denounced under its terms. 
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Therefore, the bill seeks to create a Federal offense whenever any- 
one 
imports into the United States or introduces, delivers, or receives for introduc- 
tion, attempts to transport, transports, or causes to be transported in commerce 
any explosive, [or] possesses any explosive which has been imported into the 
United States, or introduced, delivered for introduction, or transported in com- 
merce 
with the knowledge or intent that such explosive will be used in 
violation of a law of the United States or of a State. 

It is to be observed that this section of the bill—section 837, (a) 
(1), and (2)—deals with the transportation or possession of an explo- 
sive which has been transported in commerce, with the knowledge 
or intent that it will be used in violation of the law of the Nation or 
of a State. 

Subsection (b) of section 837 deals with the possession of an explo- 
sive in violation of a State law, the explosive having been trans- 
ported interstate. 

Subsection (c) of section 837 of chapter 39 of title 18 of the United 
States Code, deals with the legal niceties of the law used so often to 
obstruct the arrest and conviction of persons engaged in criminal 
pursuits. 

It simply provides that 
the possession or use of any explosive in such a way as to constitute a violation of 
a law of the United States or of a State * * * shall create rebuttable presump- 
tions that: (1) such explosive was transported in commerce and (2) such explosive 
was transported in commerce by the person so possessing or using it. 

The penalties provided in the bill are (1) a fine of not more than 
$1,000 or imprisonment not more than 1 year, or both; and if death 
results from a violation of the act, the offender shall be fined not more 
than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both. 

Other sections of the bill spell out or define the terms ‘‘commerce’’ 
and “explosive.”’ 

There is a specific section of the bill negating any intent on the 
part of Congress to preempt or occupy the field in which the act 
operates to the exclusion of a law of any State, ete. 

It, therefore, follows that should any person throw or place dynamite 
in or near a building, with a lighted fuse attached, and the building 
is occupied by human beings and death results, the culprit would be 
guilty of murder under State law and punished accordingly. And 
this, notwithstanding the fact that the explosive was transported, 
possessed, or used in violation of this act. 

Likewise, the States, under the terms of this bill, could continue to 
prosecute and punish offenders against the laws of the States in cases 
growing out of illegal use of dynamite and explosives when it obtains 
the custody of the actor, and they would have the benefit of the 
assistance of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. And the Federal 
courts would be open to the States for prosecutions in dynamite cases 
where such a prosecution would be more desirable. 

It might be well to call to the attention of the subcommittee that 
there should be a conspiracy to violate this proposed act, chapter 19, 
section 371, of title 18, United States Code, could be invoked. 

Therefore, should two or more persons conspire to transport ex- 
plosives or dynamite in violation of this bill, and one or more of such 
persons “do any act to effect the object of the conspiracy,” all persons 
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engaged in a common design or participating in furtherance thereof 
would be punishable in a U nited States court upon conviction therefor, 
and mee not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than 5 
years, or both. 

In a pola ot of instances quantities of dynamite have been found 
under circumstances indicating a conspiracy to do violence to persons 
and/or property. This has occurred in a number of States in recent 
months. 

The offenders, by reason of unexplained circumstances, did not 
consummate their diabolical plot. Dynamite, ready to be detonated, 
has been found in business establishments, homes, and public buildings. 

Should this bill, H. R. 11806, become a part of the Penal Code of 
the United States, such cases would fall within the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation under the conspiracy statute, since 
the depositing of dynamite and explosives in such places with the 
intent to do violence to persons and/or property would be an “‘act to 
effect the object of the conspiracy.” 

Such findings of explosives referred to in this paragraph would 
circumstantially indicate use in violatiou of this act as well as the 
laws of the several States. 

This statement of a rule of law relative to the finding of explosives 
and/or dynamite that failed to explode is limited to those situations 
in which the facts and circumstances surrounding such finding indi- 
cate a conspiracy to violate H. R. 11806, or some other Federal 
statute. 

Mr. Chairman, let me thank you and your great subcommittee for 
the opportunity to appear before you and present my views about 
H. R. 11806, which I introduced on April 1, 1958. 

Mr. Wixurs. We are delighted to have the benefit of your views, 
Mr. Loser. 

Our next witness this morning is another distinguished colleague of 
ours, Mrs. Griffiths. 


STATEMENT OF HON. MARTHA W. GRIFFITHS, REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE 30TH DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
MICHIGAN. 


Mrs. Grirrirus. | sincerely appreciate having this opportunity, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this subcommittee, to appear before 
your committee on behalf of my bill, H. R. 12667, and similar bills 
which would prohibit certain acts involving the importation, trans- 
portation, possession, or use of explosives. 

Recently two Jewish community centers in Jacksonville, Fla., and 
Nashville, Tenn., and a synagogue in Miami, Fla., were dynamited. 
Three attempts to bomb Jew vish te mples were unsuccessful because 
fuses burned out prematurely. These are not isolated incidents but 
are among a total of 47 bombings or attempted bombings in the 
South since January 1, 1957, most of them involving Negro homes 
and churches. Two Negro schools were badly damaged by dynamite 
blasts. 

However, the South is not the only victim of this terrorism. In 
my own city of Detroit there have been approximately a dozen 
bombings so far this year of barbershops, dry-cleaning establishments, 
and gas stations. No bombing case has been solved to date. 
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On May 15, 1958, I wrote to Attorney General Rogers and Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation Hoover asking them to advise 
me as to what action was being taken by them to apprehend those 
responsible. 

Mr. Hoover replied: 

The Department of Justice has ruled that there has been no violation of Federal 


law in connection with the recent bombings and that there is no basis for Federal 
Bureau of Investigation investigation of these incidents. 


The Department of Justice replied: 

The meeting of mayors in Jacksonville has evidenced the determination of the 
States and communities concerned to take concerted action to prevent the 
recurrence of such acts. 

I repeat, to date, no bombing case has been solved. No person 
of good will, either in the South or the North is guilty of these bomb- 
ings or would condone them in any way. 

The purpose of bombings, whether motivated by prejudice or by 
profit is to intimidate—to establish a reign of terror in place of : 
reign of reason and of law and order. It is to keep men from spe ak 
ing their own minds or from operating a private enterprise system. 

No police department whether in the North or South is adequate 
to cope with these terrorists. 

In my judgment, therefore, legislation which would permit the 
forces of the National Government to lend aid in solving these bomb- 
ings is a proper step. It lends the dignity of the F ederal Government 
to maintaining peace in our Nation against its most ruthless and 
most un-American elements. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you very much. We will resume hearings 
this afternoon at 1:30 in room 327 which is at the other end of the hall. 

(Whereupon, at 10:35 a. m., the committee stood in recess to 
reconvene at 1:30 p. m., the same date in room 327, Old House Office 
Building, Washington, D. C 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The subcommittee was convened, pursuant to agreement, at 2 p.m. 
in room 327, Old House Office Building, the Hon. Edwin Willis 
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Willis (presiding), Libonati, Taylor, 
Cramer, and Moore. 

Also present: C. F. Brickfield, committee counsel. 

Mr. Wiuuts. The committee will be in order. 

Is Mr. Maslow here? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Wiu.is. Please identify yourself by name. 
STATEMENT OF WILL MASLOW, AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS 


Mr. Mastow. My name is Will Maslow. I am the general counsel 
of the American Jewish Congress. I appear before you today, not 
only in behalf of that organization, but also on behalf of 42 national, 
regional, State, and local Jewish organizations. The full list of those 
organizations is found on page 1 of that formal statement which is 
before you, the one with the blue back. 





we 
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With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like not to read this 
statement, but merely to offer it for the record, and then to summarize 
it very briefly, since I know you are pressed for time. 

Mr. Wits. Proceed. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF WILL MASLOW SUBMITTED ON BEHALF OF 
AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS, JEWISH LABOR COMMITTEE, 
JEWISH WAR VETERANS OF THE UNITED STATES, UNION OF 
AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS, UNION OF ORTHODOX 
JEWISH CONGREGATIONS OF AMERICA, UNITED SYNAGOGUE 
OF AMERICA, AND 42 LOCAL, STATE AND REGIONAL AGENCIES 


INTRODUCTION 


This statement is submitted on behalf of six national Jewish agencies and 42 
local, State, and regional agencies, who carry on programs to protect and enhance 
equality of rights and opportunities, to foster conditions conducing toward the 
vitality of Jewish living, and to promote mutual acceptance and understanding 
among ethnic, racial, national, religious, and other groupings in the population. 
These organizations are all affiliated with the National Community Relations 
Advisory Council, the coordinating body for joint policy formation and program 
planning for this group. 

The organizations are: 

NATIONAL AGENCIES 


American Jewish Congress 

Jewish Labor Committee 

Jewish War Veterans of the United States 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America 
United Synagogue of America 


COMMUNITY AGENCIES 


Jewish Welfare Fund of Akron 

Atlanta Jewish Community Council 

Jewish Community Relations Council for Alameda and Contra Costa Counties, 
Calif. 

Baltimore Jewish Council 

Jewish Community Council of Metropolitan Boston 

Jewish Community Council, Bridgeport, Conn. 

Brooklyn Jewish Community Council 

Community Relations Committee of the Jewish Federation of Camden County, 
N. J. 

Jewish Community Federation, Canton, Ohio 

Cincinnati Jewish Community Council 

Jewish Community Federation, Cleveland, Ohio 

Connecticut Jewish Community Relations Council 

Jewish Federation of Delaware 

Jewish Community Council of Metropolitan Detroit 

Kastern Union County, N. J., Jewish Community Council 

Jewish Community Council of Essex County, N. J. 

Jewish Community Council of Flint, Mich. 

Jewish Federation of Fort Worth 

Community Relations Committee of the Hartford (Conn.), Jewish Federation 

Indiana Jewish Community Relations Council 

Indianapolis Jewish Community Relations Council 

Jewish Community Council, Jacksonville, Fla. 

Community Relations Bureau of the Jewish Federation and Council of Greater 
Kansas City 

Jewish Communitv Council, Kingston, N. Y. 

Community Relations Committee of the Los Angeles Jewish Community Council 

Milwaukee Jewish Council 

Minnesota Jewish Council 

Jewish Federation of New Britain, Conn. 











22 PROHIBIT ACTS INVOLVING USE OF EXPLOSIVES 


New Haven Jewish Community Council 

Norfolk Jewish Community Council 

Jewish Community Council, Peoria, Ill. 

Jewish Community Council, Perth Amboy, N. J. 

Philadelphia Jewish Community Relations Council 

Jewish Community Relations Council, Pittsburgh 

Jewish Community Council, Rochester 

Jewish Community Relations Council of St. Louis 

Community Relations Council of San Diego 

San Francisco Jewish Community Relations Council 

Jewish Community Council, Schenectady, N. Y. 

Jewish Community Council of Toledo 

Jewish Community Council of Greater Washington (D. C.) 

Jewish Community Relations Council of the Jewish Federation of Youngs- 
town, Ohio 


STATEMENT 


These 6 national and 42 local, State, and regional agencies, on whose behalf this 
statement is submitted, sharing the sense of outrage felt by all Americans at the 
recent series of bombings of Jewish and Negro communal buildings in the South, 
urge the prompt enactment of the Loser, Celler, or Griffiths bills. These identical 
bills would make it a Federal crime to transport in interstate commerce dynamite 
or other explosives intended to be used in violation of any Federal or State law. 
Such legislation is necessary because (1) the threat of further bombings in Southern 
States where racial tensions are great continued unabated; (2) there are strong 
indications that these outrages are the work of one or more gangs moving across 
State lines and (3) the intervention of the Federal Government and particularly 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation would greatly increase the chances of 
tracking down and apprehending the dynamiters. 


THE SOUTHERN BOMBINGS 


In the last 10 months, Jewish community centers and synagogues in Miami, 
Nashville, and Jacksonville and Negro public schools in Chattanooga, Nashville, 
and Jacksonville have been dynamited. In addition, during the same period, 
there were unsuccessful efforts to blow up synagogues in Charlotte, N. C., Gas- 
tonia, N. C., and Birmingham, Ala. A list of the incidents affecting the schools, 
places of worship, and other community centers follows: 


City Date Place Incident 
ws need 

1. Nashville, Tenn Sept. 10,1957 | Hatti Cotten Elementary | Dynamite explosion; building 
| School | virtually destroyed 

2. Charlotte, N. C Novy. 11, 1957 | Temple Beth El ...| 6 sticks of dynamite found with 
| defective fuse 

3. Chattanooga, Tenn_| Jan. 19,1958 | Howard School (for Negroes) Dynamite explosion; building 
| damaged. 

4. Gastonia, N. C .-| Feb. 9,1958 | Temple Emanuel ; 30 sticks of dynamite with at- 


tached half-burned fuse found 
outside of temple. 


Nashville, Tenn Mar. 16, 1958 | Jewish Community Center $3,000 damage caused by dyna- 
mite. 
6. Miami, Fla a do Temple Beth El ...| $6,000 damage by dynamite 
7. Jacksonville, Fla Apr. 28,1958 | Jewish Center ao $2,000 damage caused by dyna- 
mite 
8. Jacksonville, Fla bee ....| James Weldon Johnson Junior | Dynamite explosion; building 
High School (for Negroes). damaged. 
9. Birmingham, Ala--_|_....do-. Temple Beth El-_--..--- 54 sticks of dynamite found with 


fuse wet by rain. 
Despite intensive local police investigation, none of the perpetrators of these 


crimes has been caught. Nor is there any real hope that any of these crimes will 
be solved in the near future. 
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A similar series of bombing attempts took place in and around Miami in 1951. 
In the 7 months from June through December of that year, there were no less 
than 13 of such outrages, as follows: 


Date Place Incident 

1. June 5, 1951... Tifereth Israel Northside Jewish | Dynamite explosion; building damaged. 
Center. | 

2. Sept. 22, 1951__...._| Carver Village (Negro housing | Building damaged by 2 dynamite charges. 
development). 

3. Oct. 9, 1951_-.- Temple Israel_-.- 2 sticks of dynamite with half-burned fuse 

| found at temple. 

4. Oct. 15, 1951... Miami Hebrew School and con- | 2 sticks of dynamite with half-burned fuse 
gregation found near school. 

5. Nov. 1, 1951. Dade County courthouse - - . | 1 stick of dynamite with extinguished fuse 

found against corner of courthouse. 

6. Nov. 26, 1951.._...| Miami High School. , Dynamite found on steps. 

7. Nov. 30, 1951. Carver Village Dynamite explosion; $22,000 damages. 

8. Dee. 2, 1951 Miami Hebrew School and con- | 44 memorial windows shattered by dynamite. 
gregation. 

9. Dee. 2, 1951 Carver Village. - - . Another building shattered by dynamite. 

10. Dee. 9, 1951 .-| Coral Gables Jewish Center .| Lighted stick of dynamite thrown from car; 

{ fuse defective. 

ll. Dee. 12, 1951. Carver Village... | Fourth explosion. 

12. Dec, 24, 1951 .| St. Peter and Paul Catholic | Stick of dynamite with partly burned fuse 
Church. | found on the steps. 

13. Dee. 25, 1951. ; Hialeah-Miami Springs Jewish | Police saw men in car lighting dynamite; 
Center | men escaped, 


No one was ever arrested for any of these attempted or actual bombings. 
THE NEED FOR FEDERAL INTERVENTION 


There are strong indications that the outrages occurring in four different States 
are linked and are the work of one or more criminal gangs. On March 16, 1958, 
immediately after the bombing of the Nashville Community Center, Rabbi 
William B. Silverman received a telephone call from an anonymous caller who 
boasted: 

“This is a member of the Confederate Union. We have just dynamited the 
Jewish Community Center. Next will be the temple and next will be any other 
nigger-loving place or nigger-loving person in Nashville. And we are going to 
shoot down Judge Miller in cold blood.” 


The judge referred to is Federal District Court Judge William E. Miller who had 
issued an order directing a partial desegregation of the Nashville public schools. 

Immediately after the bombing of the Jacksonville Jewish Center, a local 
newspaper received a telephone call from an unknown man who said: 

“This is the Confederate Underground. We have just blown up a Jewish 
center of integration. Every segregationist in the South must go free. All 
integration must stop. Jews will net be allowed in Florida, except at Miami 
Beach. Jews outside of Miami Beach will die. This is General Ponce de Leon.” 

The interstate nature of the terroristic activities has been recognized by local 
police officials. Police Commissioner Eugene O’Conner of Birmingham, after 
investigating the placing of 54 sticks of dynamite near Temple Beth-El, declared 
that the crime ‘‘appeared to be part of an interstate conspiracy.’’ Mayor Haydon 
Burns of Jacksonville declared that the bombings in his city were ‘quite obviously 
the work of outsiders * * *.”’ 

On May 3, 1958, Mayor West of Nashville and Mayor Burns of Jacksonville 
convened a conference of the mayors or police chiefs of 29 southern cities to 
exchange information on the bombings and to plan concerted action. The police 
chiefs reported that ‘‘there was a single source of inspiration for the major attacks 
and possibly a single source of supply of dynamite.’’ They added that ‘‘a definite 
pattern’’ for the bombings had been established. 

In view of these facts, it is not surprising that demands for an FBI investigation 
have come from Jewish groups, the AFL-CIO, the Knights of Columbus, the 
National Council of Churches, the NAACP, the six United States Senators from 
Florida, Tennessee, and Alabama and Representative Emanuel Celler, chairman 
of the House Judiciary Committee. 

The reply of the United States Department of Justice has been that ‘“‘there is 
no basis at present for action by the FBI’ (letter of Deputy Attorney General 
Lawrence E. Walsh, dated April 30, 1958, to Representative Celler). Judge 
Walsh added: “You may be sure that full immediate action will be taken if any 
jurisdictional basis therefor is established.’’ 
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The purpose of the Loser, Celler, and Griffiths bills is to establish such a 
‘Jurisdictional basis.’’ 


THE IMPLICATIONS FOR THE NORTH 


The issue of law and order is not a sectional problem. We submit that these 
bills are needed to deal with violence that could erupt in any section of this 
country. Explosive situations exist in many communities, in the North as well 
asin the South. The danger of such violence is created by tensions that we have 
seen take other violent forms in Chicago, Buffalo, Levittown, Pa., and Detroit 
to name but a few communities in the North. The proposed bills would apply 
to bombings, wherever they might occur. 


SUMMARY OF THE LOSER, CELLER AND GRIFFITH BILLS 


The existing Federal law on explosives is contained in sections 831 through 836 
of title 18 of the United States Code. Sections 831 through 835 regulate the 
transportation of high explosives in interstate commerce by means of common 
carriers. Section 836, added in 1954, makes it a Federal crime to transport fire- 
works in any State ‘‘knowing that such fireworks are to be * * * dealt with in a 
manner or for a use prohibited by the laws of such State.” 

The three bills under consideration by this subcommittee are identical and 
are based on the fireworks section and also the Lindbergh kidnaping law. They 
would add a new section, 837, to the Criminal Code (18 U. 8. C.) making it a Fed- 
eral crime punishable by imprisonment for not more than 1 year or by a fine of not 
more than $1,000 or by both to commit either of the following acts: 

i. To import into the United States or to transport in interstate commerce 
any explosive ‘“‘with the knowledge or intent’’ that it will be used in violation of 
Federal or State law. 

2. To possess, in violation of any Federal or State law, any explosive imported 
into the United States or transported in interstate commerce. 

Thus, any person who carried dynamite across a State line in order to detonate it 
in violation of a State law would also be violating a Federal law. Similarly, any 
person found in possession of dynamite within a State in violation of its law would 
likewise be guilty of a Federal crime if the explosive was carried across State lines. 

Subdivision (e) of the bills makes it clear that the new legislation would not 
invalidate or affect the operation of any State law, thus provides for concurrent 
jurisdiction in this area. 

Subdivision (c) of the bills provides that the illegal possession or use of dynamite 
within a State wonld ereate a rebuttable presumption that the explosive was 
transported in interestate commerce by the person so possessing or using it.! 
The constitutionality of this subdivision is open to question. (See Tod v. United 
States, 319 U. S. 463), involving firearms. We do not deem this subdivision 
indispensable for the effectuation of the purposes of the bill, and recommend that 
this committee consider its deletion. 

The bills before this committee, if enacted, would thus give the FBI jurisdiction 
whenever an illegal bombing takes place to investigate the crime and also to 
determine whether the explosive was carried across State lines. ‘The results of 
the FBI investigation would presumably be turned over to State police if there 
was no indication of a Federal crime. 

Enactment of any one of the bills pending before this subcommittee would mean 
that, when a bombing took place, the search for the perpetrators would be assisted 
by the most efficient investigating unit in the country, a unit that is uniquely 
qualified to deal with criminals operating on an interstate basis. Indeed, the 
mere knowledge that the FBI, with its $70 million annual budget and its 7,000 
field agents, was ready to investigate any illegal bombing would of itself deter 
these criminal gangs. 

The Lindbergh Kidnaping Act and other Federal laws provide ample precedent 
for this type of legislation. The United States Congress has both the power 
and the obligation to bring the resources of the Federal Government to bear 
on a form of criminal activity that has become a matter of national concern. 


1 A similar presumption is contained in the Federal Anti-hidnapping Act, Is U.S. C., see. 1201. That 
seetion makes it a Federal crime knowingly to transport in interstate or foreign commerce any person who 
has been “unlawfully” kidnapped. Tbe term ‘‘unlawfully”’ obviously refers to violations of State law. 
Subdivision (b) of that section provides that the failure to release the victim within 24 hours of the unlawful 
seizure shall create a rebuttable presumption that the person has been transported in interstate or foreign 
commerce. 
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CONCLUSION 


We respectfully submit that enactment of legislation empowering Federal law 
enforcement officials to take effective action against an apparently interstate 
conspiracy of violence and terror is an urgent necessity. Action on an appropriate 
measure should be completed at this session of Congress. We, therefore, urge 
this subcommittee to report favorably 1 of the 3 identical antidynamiting bills 
pending before it as soon as possible. 

Mr. Mastow. These 42 organizations, needless to say, share the 
sense of outrage that all Americans felt at the recent series of dynamit- 
ings in 4 States of the South. 

‘On page 2 of the statement, gentlemen, you will find a chart that 
lists the community property, both Jewish and Negro, that was 
bombed in this period of 9 months. And you will notice there were 
Jewish community centers, synagogues, and an integrated school in 
Nashville, and 2 schools for Negroes; 6 of the 9 bombings resulted in 
considerable damage. The perpetrator of none of these crimes has 
been found, and despite extensive police work in the area, there is no 
real hope that they will ever be found. 

This series of dynamitings, which took place in the last 10 months, 
is unfortunately not unprecedented. In 1951, from June to December. 
a period of 7 months, there took place a series of 13 bombings in and 
around the city of Miami. And those bombings are likewise cata- 
logued in a chart which appears on page 4 of the statement. 

If you look at that chart, gentlemen, vou will see that the dyna- 
miters chose as their targets not only Jewish community centers. 
Hebrew schools, and temples, but also a Negro housing development, 
which was the target for no less than four different bombing attacks. 
They also attempted to bomb the Dade County Courthouse, dyna- 
mite was found on the steps of the Miami High School, and a stick of 
dynamite was found with a partly burned fuse on the steps of a Roman 
Catholic church. Here, again, the perpetrator for any of the series of 
13 bombings, bombing attempts, most of which were successful, has 
never ever been found. 

Now, there are strong indications that the most recent series, a 
series which began in September 1957, in Nashville, and which has 
taken place in four States—Alabama, North Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Florida—are linked, and are the work of one or more criminal gangs. 

On page 5 of the statement, we have listed the exact words, as 
reported in the press, given by the anonymous informant immediately 
after the bombs went off. And you will notice the marked similarity 
in language between the boastful threat received in Nashville, on 
March 16, 1957, and the same kind of threat received in Jacksonville, 
Fla., only about a month later. 

The police themselves have recognized the interstate nature of these 
terrorist activities. Police Commissioner Eugene O’Conner_ of 
Birmingham, who had the duty of investigating the placing of 54 
sticks of dynamite near a Jewish temple in Birmingham declared that 
the crime pyyenaee to be part of an interstate conspiracy. Mayor 
Hayden Burns of Jacksonville, declared that the bombings in his city 
were quite obviously the work of outsiders. 

Now, on May 3, 1958 

Mr. Wixurs. Well, if that be the case, you probably would have 
Federal law on the subject already. 
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Mr. Mastow. I don’t think so, Mr. Chairman. The reason that 
you don’t is that the mere fact that State lines are crossed does not 
make an offense a Federal crime unless the statute specifically says so. 

Mr. Wiis. All right. 

Mr. Mastow. Now, the statute does say so with respect, for 
example, to kidnaping. It does say so with respect to extortion. 
And one of the purposes, I believe, of the bills pending before you is to 
supply that missing link in Federal jurisdiction. 

The failure to find the criminal involved has not been due to any 
lack of energy and activity on the part of local police. 

On May 3, 1958, there occurred an unprecedented conference in the 
city of Jacksonville, Fla., at which the mayors and police chiefs of 
29 southern cities met to take common counsel and decide that they 
would pool their information and their leads. It is quite significant 
that this group invited the Department of Justice to send an official 
representative to the conference but the Department of Justice de- 
clined to do so. 

In view of what appear to be these indications that these crimes 
were based upon the work of some groups working across State lines, 
there have been demands for FBI investigation. They have come 
from Jewish groups, from the AFL-CIO, from the Knights of Colum- 
bus, from the National Council of C hurches of ( ‘hrist, from the 
NAACP, and from the six Senators from the States of Alabama, 
Florida, and Tennessee. 

The reply of the Department of Justice in the letter already quoted 
to vou by Chairman Celler was that there is no basis at present for 
action by the FBI. The Deputy Attorney General, Lawrence E. 
Walsh, in his letter to Mr. Celler, added, “You may be sure that 
full immediate action will be taken if any jurisdictional basis therefor 
is established.” 

And the purpose of these bills before you is to establish that juris- 
dictional basis. 

Mr. Wiuuts. Well, did he indicate that—or put it this way, did 
the Department of Justice indicate to any one that they were willing, 
anxious, or desirous, of helping to create that jurisdictional basis? 

Mr. Mastow. [ have not seen any suc h indic ation, sir, and I dare 


De wartenerit of « Fastic e to ‘this committee on the bills pe adie befits it. 

Mr. Wiuuts. Well, we have made that request. It has been pend- 
ing for along time. We asked them to be here today. We have not 
heard from them. 

Mr. Mastow. That failure is simply incomprehensible to me. 

Now, it maybe worth a moment to review the state of the law 
before we examine the bills before us. 

The existing Federal law on explosives is contained in sections 831 
through 836 of the criminal code—that is title 18 of the United States 
Code. Sections 831 through 835 merely regulate, but do not forbid, 
the interstate shipment of explosives. They merely empower a 
Federal agency to lay down the regulations for marking, the methods 
by which explosives shall be carried on common carriers that carry 
passengers, and so on. But there is no law prohibiting the interstate 
movement of explosives. 

Section 836, however, which was added in 1954, makes it a Federal 
crime to transport fireworks in any State when those fireworks are 
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intended to be dealt with in any manner prohibited by the laws of 
the State. In other words, a State that forbids the sale or use of 
fireworks is protected from the interstate shipment of fireworks. 

Now, these new bills before you—and as you recognize, they are all 
identical—the bill by Mr. Loser of Nashville, by Congressman Celler, 
and by Mrs. Griffiths of Michigan—they would add a new section to 
this chapter which deals with Federal explosives. And they are very 
simple. 

They would make it a Federal crime, punishable by imprisonment 
for not more than 1 year or by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by 
both, to commit either of the following acts: First, to import into the 
United States or to transport in interstate commerce any explosive 
with the knowledge or intent that it will be used in violation of Federal 
or State law. That is the first offense. 

The second offense is to possess, in violation of any Federal or State 
law, any explosive imported into the United States or transported in 
interstate commerce. 

Thus, any person who carried dynamite across a State line in order 
to detonate it in violation of State law would there by also be violating 
a Federal statute. And, similarly, any person found within a State 
in illegal possession of dynamite—that is illegal from the viewpoint 
of the State—would also be guilty of a Fe .deral crime if that dynamite 
were transported across State lines. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Would the provision with respect to knowledge or 
intent apply in the second case? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes. 

Mr. Wiis. In other words, suppose a person is found possessing 
explosives, would he have to have an intent to use it in violation of 
State law? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes, that is what the bill specifically provides on 
page 2, lines 6 and 7. You have to show not only that he possessed 
it, but that he possesses it with the knowledge or intent that such 
explosive will be used in violation of a law of the United States. 

Mr. Wiis. That is under category 1. What about category 2? 
Would simple possession, without intent to use it in violation of State 
or Federal law constitute a crime? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes, under subdivision (b)—simple possession of 
an explosive in violation of a State law which has been imported in 
the United States or transported in interstate commerce, would be a 
Federal offense. There, again, the necessary elements of the crime 
would therefore be two. 

Mr. Wituts. Well, suppose this: Suppose a State law provides 
that in order to buy explosives, you have to get a license or permit 
from the police department, from the State authorities. Now, a 
person obtains possession of explosives, but he does not have that 
permit. Therefore, he is possessing it in violation of State law. 
Now, suppose further that that person does not intend to blow up 
anything—let us say he intends to use it to break rocks in his field 
or blow up tree stumps. Would he be violating this law? 

Mr. Mastow. He would, sir. Of course, the penalty in that case 
could be very small, a very small penalty. There is no mandatory 
criminal penalty. There are also fines imposed. But we are now deal- 
ing with high explosives. And when it is now a Federal offense to 
transport fireworks, that is the ordinary salutes, children’s firecrackers, 
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into a State, that is now a Federal crime, without any question of 
intent, certainly there ought to be stricter stands when we are dealing 
with material that can blow a building sky high and kill hundreds of 
persons. 

Mr. Writs. But your bill is broader than that. The term “explo- 
sive’ means a Jetonating fuse, a single fuse, a primer, a fuse, a fusee, 
a dynamite, blasting caps, black powder, and so on—possession of 
each one of these instruments comes within the definition of the 
word “‘explosive.”’ 

Mr. Mastow. That is true, sir—if it is carried across a State line. 

Mr. Wiuurs. I know. But you say we are dealing with something 
that can blow up a building. A fuse cannot blow up a building. 

Mr. Mastow. Yes, but that fuse, in conjunction with dynamite 
can blow up a building. And this is a means of regulating what has 
become a grave threat, not only to public property, but to religious 
institutions as well. If you can have a series of 13 bombings in one 
city in 7 months—— 

Mr. Wiuuis. I am not debating that at all. I abhor what has gone 
on as much—certainly as much as anybody else. I just want to 
understand what the bill does. 

Mr. Mastow. That is what the bill does. 

Mr. Wiuuts. Let us see what we are doing. I want to know the 
meaning of the bill. 

Mr. Moore. | would like to direct this question. It would seem 
to me that, by reason of the definitions herein contained, this would 
also cover a situation in which a mining concern, a coal mining con- 
cern, operating in adjacent States, which store their particular mining 
sup lies—and every one of these items mentioned are necessary in 
coal mining—would take any one of these items—a fuse, a primer, 
dynamite, or anything— —from their installation in West Vi irginia to 
their mining operation in Vi irginia, that they would be in violation of 
this statute, simply by possessing and transporting it. 

Mr. Mastow. Only if they are violating a State law by its posses- 
sion. The mere transportation of dynamite is not made illegal. It is 
the transportation with the intent that it violate a State law, or the 
possession in violation of a State law. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Yes, but there is no intent involved in the definition 
of possession. That is what I was talking about. 

Mr. Moore. That is what bothered me. 

Mr. Mastow. What this bill does is impose a high degree of care 
on the part of all dynamite holders. They must hold that in accord- 
ance with State law, and if they do not—we are not to assume that 
there would be reckless prosecution by a Federal grand jury or by a 
United States attorney where the violation has been an innocent one. 
We are talking now about criminal gangs and we are following a 
precedent here that has been used in four different statutes. 

Mr. Wiuuis. I understand that. Kidnaping is a thing that a legal 
hat can be hung on. But our job is to, if we have to do a job, find 
out what the bill does, and then if it needs refinement, to work on it. 

Mr. Lisonati. Now, there is a certain practice, among my extrac- 
tion, where they have these Italian bombs at fiestas, and also Legion 
conventions, and servicemen’s conventions, where they have made up 
various types of little cans and so forth. Would this affect them, too? 
I mean the general application. 
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Mr. Mastow. I would think not, because the definition of explosive 
on page 3 would not seem to cover firecrackers. I assume what you 
have in mind is a firecracker. 

Mr. Taytor. He means bombs that go off in the air and roman 
candles. 

Mr. Mastow. Are the bombs made of black powder? 

Mr. Lrsonati. Yes, sure. They use newspapers. In other words, 
as the chairman was endeavoring to explain to you, your programing 
here is a little too broad in its application. That is what I chdeewbanidl. 

Mr. Brickrie.p. May I ask a question? 

Mr. Witness, as I read subsection 3 on page 2, it says the mere 
possession of an explosive creates the presumption that that explosive 
traveled in interstate commerce—the mere possession creates the 
presumption that it traveled in interstate commerce. So that if a 
person merely possesses it, automatically it can be said, “This explo- 
sive traveled in interstate commerce.” 

Then comes the next step. Did it travel or was it used in such a 
way that it was in violation of either a Federal law or a State law? 

Mr. Mastow. I am glad you asked that question, because the 
organizations for which I speak do not advocate the enactment of 
that presumption by this committee. 

Now, it is true that there are similar presumptions in other Federal 
statutes. There is a presumption, for example, in the Lindbergh Anti- 
Kidnapping Act that the mere failure to release a victim within 24 
hours of the abduction creates a presumption that the victim was 
carried across State lines. However, the United States Supreme 
Court in the decision Tod v. The United States (319 U. S. 463), de- 
clared unconstitutional a similar presumption in the Federal Firearms 
Act. That act, by the way, made it a Federal offense for a person 
who had been convicted of a crime of violence to receive in interstate 
commerce any firearm, and then made it a presumption, a rebuttable 
presumption, that the mere possession of such a weapon by such a 
felon created a rebuttable presumption that the weapon had been 
transported across State lines. 

The Supreme Court, in a unanimous decision, declared that such a 
presumption violated the constitutional guaranties of due process, 
because there was no logical basis for the presumption. 

It is for that reason that we would urge the committee not to enact 
this presumption in subdivision (¢) of the bill, which we don’t think 
in any event is an indispensable portion of the bill. 

Now, you perhaps might make a distinction between a prcenanpeaen, 
merely for the purpose of authorizing the FBI to begin an investiga 
tion, a presumption that doesn’t do anyone any great harm, and a 
presumption in the actual prosecution of a case which may do great 
harm to a defendant. 

Actually, so far as we have been able to determine from the reported 
cases, the presumption in the Lindbergh law is only used to authorize 
FBI intervention. It is never used in the criminal prosecutions of 
the cases. And that is why there is not a single reported decisi 
that presumption 

However, we don’t think it is necessary or desirable for 
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to investigate the crime. The crime would consist of two elements. 
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One would be the illegal possession or illegal use of the dynamite. 
The second element would be the transportation across State lines. 
It is impossible to begin that investigation by the second element 
alone, the shipment across State lines. The way you would begin 
that investigation is to try to find the man who did it. After you 
found him, you then attempt to find out how the dynamite was 
carried. If it was not carried across State lines, at that point, there 
would be no Federal jurisdiction to prosecute, and the FBI would, 
presumably, turn over its evidence, and the defendant, to State 
officers for prosecution. If that is so, then I don’t see, and the groups 
for which I speak do not see, the necessity of embarking upon this 
kind of presumption of dubious constitutionality, and which may 
further complicate this bill. 

We think that if the committee is concerned about Federal prosecu- 
tion for innocent or technical violations of State law, it can add 
language to make it clear that what you have in mind is not merely 
technical violations of State law, but violations with the deliberate 
intent to detonate dynamite, not merely to hold it. And with those 
amendments, I think you would remove some of the doubts expressed 
by the Chairman. 

We urge, however, that the bill be enacted as quickly as possible. 
We recognize that it is late in the session. But there is still time to 
enact it. We don’t think this bill is a controversial measure. We 
think that the almost universal expressions of outrage and shame on 
the part of local governments in the South indicate a desire for the 
enactment of such a measure. 

Mr. Lrsonatr. May I ask you a question, sir? You stated that the 
police agencies and enforcing groups did a fine job. What do you 
base that on? 

Mr. Mastow. When I say a fine job—we assume, from what we 
have been able to note, a great deal of activity, a great deal of desire 
to cooperate, a great deal of protection of community property there 
afterwards, and no attitude of dragging your feet or so on. We are 
not privy to the actual conduct of the investigation. But every 
outward sign is that local police tried, by all the means in their power, 
to track down the perpetrators. But with all due respect for loc al 
police, they are no substitute for a Federal agency, with a budget of 
$70 million, which has 7,000 trained field agents at its disposal, and 
which could throw 100 or 200 agents into a particular spot if necessary. 

Now, it is true that the F BI has announced that they are giving 
technical advice of one sort or another to local police—that is, they 
are helping them analyze fragments found around bombing sites. 
And I dare say that the laboratory facilities of the FBI are at the 
disposal of local police. But that is no substitute for actual conduct 
of the investigation, which means questioning suspects, collating the 
results of inquiries in various States, questioning a great number of 
persons who are naturally under suspicion by reason of their member- 
ship in the Ku Klux Klan, bringing to bear the resources of the 
Federal Government in a task which is, after all, beyond that of a 
city, even a city as large as Jacksonville. 

Now, when the local police chiefs themselves recognize that it is 
necessary to work out some means of cooperation, then I think it is 
the obligation of the Federal Government to take over this investiga- 
tion, and particularly when the local police chiefs, the local mayors, 
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and United States Senators themselves, have been pleading for such 
a Federal investigation. 

And that is why we think that, first, if this bill is enacted, the 
chances of finding the criminal will be much better. And, secondly, 
the mere enactment of this measure would have a deterrent effect 
upon some of the twisted minds that are still throwing bombs and 
placing dynamite. 

Mr. Linonati. Thank you very much. 

Any questions? 

Mr. Taytor. Offhand, do you know where that Tod case is 
reported? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes. It is 319 United States Supreme Court 
Reports, page 463. That is a case decided in 1943 unanimously. 

Mr. BrickFieLp. Mr. Maslow, do you know whether the Federal 
kidnaping law has ever been tested on the constitutionality of this 
rebuttable presumption? 

Mr. Mastow. I could find no case in which that presumption was 
commented upon by any court. 

Mr. BrickFiELp. But the one case you found with regard to the 
National Firearms Act was found unconstitutional as alacting due 
process? 

Mr. Mastow. Yes. The court’s reasoning was this: It said it is 
not logical to assume that because a person has a gun in his posses- 
sion, that that gun necessarily was brought by him across State 
lines. It may have been brought 20 years ago by someone else 
across State lines. The court then went on to point out, under the 
Federal Firearms Act—the act applies only to felons. The pre- 
sumption compelled this felon to take the stand to rebut the pre- 
sumption. Once he was on the stand, his criminal record could then 
be brought out by the prosecution. The court said it was unfair to 
compel this person, with this criminal record, to take the stand to 
rebut a presumption which had no logical basis in fact. And, there- 
fore, it struck down the entire presumption. 

Mr. Brickrietp. Now, of course, the complaint is that the FBI 
has been reluctant to enter the case in the first instance and investigate 
these occurrences. If the rebuttable presumption provision is re- 
moved from this bill, could that continue the reluctance to come in 
in the first instance, because, as I understand it, creating the pre- 
sumption places a mandate on the FBI and tells them, “This is a 
Federal violation.”’ We are presuming this to be a Federal violation 
to begin with; therefore, you have jurisdiction. At some later date 
it may be determined that there is no Federal crime and the FBI does 
not have jurisdiction. But, for the moment it will be possible for 
them to get in there quickly, immediately, within hours, rather than 
waiting around a day or two until somebody puts in a formal com- 
plaint to the FBI and comes up with substantial evidence to cause 
the FBI to go out and make an investigation. 

Mr. Mastow. I don’t deny, sir, that with the presumption the case 
for Federal intervention becomes so overwhelming that there would 
be no possibility of staying out. On the otber band, even without 
the presumption, when an illegal blast goes off in a State, there may 
be a Federal crime at that point, if the dynamite was carried across 
State lines, and we would assume that the FBI would not sit back 
and say, ‘Well, you will have to show us first that the dynamite was 
carried across State lines.” 
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Now, we cannot guarantee what that attitude would be. But | 
must tell you that the attitude of the present Attorney General is 
markedly different from the attitude of the Attorney General in 1951 
when the dynamite blast went off in Miami. At that time Attorney 
General McGrath, and his successor, Attorney General McGranery, 
were not worried about this possible denial of Federal jurisdiction. 
They went in on the theory that these dynamitings may have been 
attempted for the purpose of interfering with the person’s Federal 
civil rights. In the case of the NAACP leader who was assassinated 
by a bomb on Christmas of 1951 in Florida, the FBI went in because 
as a result of the blast the mailbox in front of the home of this Negro 
had been damaged, and therefore the FBI went in to find out who had 
destroyed this Federal property. 

There always, it seems to me, are sufficient grounds to go in if there 
is good will. 

In this particular series of bombings, there was a threat upon the 
life of a Federal judge, because of the performance of his duty, Federal 
Judge Miller. The FBI could, with propriety, I submit, have begun 
an investigation to find out who made the threats, and necessarily 
in the course of that investigation they would be investigating who 
had placed the dynamite as well. And to do that properly, they would 
have had to investigate the bombings in other States, because they 
seem to be linked, the same kind of threats were made. If they had 
wanted to, they could have gone in. 

Mr. Taytor. Were these threats by letters? 

Mr. Mastow. Telephone calls by an anonymous person. They 
could have gone in, and there would have been no outery from anyone. 
They were invited to go in by State officials involved. All they are 
asked to do is to make an investigation and determine, among other 
things, whether Federal law was violated. 

What this bill would do would be to create a new Federal offense 
the mere transportation across State lines of dynamite with the 
knowledge and intent it is to be used in violation of State law, or the 
possession in a State of dynamite which has been transported across 
those lines and is being held in violation of State law. 

Mr. Brickrienp. Well, t today, if you transport dynamite in viola- 
tion of Federal law—that is you don’t comply with certain provisions 
of the Federal law- 

Mr. Mastow. There is no Federal statute forbidding the trans- 
portation of dynamite. The only regulation is relative to the ship- 
ment in common carriers carrying passengers for hire. But there is 
no provision prohibiting interstate shipment of dynamite. 

Mr. BrickrieLp. As you put it, in a show of good will, could not 
the Federal agencies today look into a dynamiting to determine 
whether the bomb itself was shipped in interstate commerce 
naturally on a common carrier in violation? 

Mr. Mastow. If they were looking about for some reason for 
investigation, I think the more obvious, and less indirect reason, 
would have been the threat upon the life of a Federal judge. It 
certainly seems to be ground enough for investigation by the FBI. 

Mr. Brickrreip. Well, did the bombings come first and then several] 
months later the threat on this judge’s life? 

Mr. Mastow. The threat came within 5 minutes 9f the bombing. 

Mr. BrickrieLp. What bomb is this? 
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Mr. Mastow. This is the bomb in Nashville—1I will give you the 
date. I will read the threat into the record, if you let me. 

This is March 16, 1958. Immediately after the bombing of the 
Nashville Community Center, the wife of Rabbi William B. Silverman, 
of Nashville, received a telephone call from an anonymous caller who 
stated— 





This is a member of the Confederate Union. We have just dynamited the 
Jewish Community Center. Next will be the temple and next will be any other 
nigger-loving place or nigger-loving person in Nashville. And we are going to 
shoot down Judge Miller in cold blood. 


The Judge Miller involved was the one who just issued an order 
requiring the integration of the first grade in Nashville. 

Mr. BrickFrireLp. You say that was March 16, 1958. Had not 
these violences been going on since January 1957, 15 months? 

Mr. Mastow. They had been going on at least since September 
1957. 

Now, the FBI could have gone in when this Nashville public school 
was blown up. This was obviously blown up as a result of the inte- 
gration fight there. This was, therefore, an interference with a 
Federal right. The right has now been declared by the Supreme 
Court—the right of the child to go to an integrated school, or at least 
the right of a child not to go to a segregated school. This was an 
interference with court process, with court litigation. The FBI could 
have gone in at that point as well. 

Mr. Brickrie_p. Well, do you think there is sufficient law on the 
book then, on the Federal Code, to cope with these situations, assum- 
ing that the Federal agencies are acting in good faith? 

Mr. Mastow. I would have thought so 2 or 3 months ago. But 
in view of the obvious reluctance of the Department of Justice, I think 
that we ought to clarify the Federal law in this area by making it clear 
that there is jurisdictional basis for FBI intervention. 

Mr. Linonati. Thank you very much. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED AT THE ANNUAL MEETING AND ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF 
THE St. Lovis Councit, AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS, SUNDAY, JUNE 22, 1958 


In recent months, six bombings and attempted bombings of Jewish places 
of worship and community centers have occurred in southern cities: Charlotte 
and Gastonia, N. C.; Nashville, Tenn.; Birmingham, Ala.; and Miami and 
Jacksonville, Fla. Evidence has accumulated that these incidents are the work 
of an organized group calling itself the Confederate Underground and that 
this group is also responsible for a number of similar attacks upon Negro 
institutions. 

The mayors and police chiefs of the cities affected showed their concern with 
these developments by meeting in Jacksonville with the mayors and chiefs of 
police of other southern cities to plan joint action to discover and punish the persons 
responsible for these acts of violence. Federal law enforcement officials, however, 
have taken no action in this matter. They have insisted that there is no ground for 
believing that Federal laws may have been violated and that consequently the FBI 
has no authority to intervene. They declined an invitation to send a representative 
to the Jacksonville meeting of mayors. The FBI refuses even to begin an investi- 
gation to determine whether Federal law has been violated. 

The Federal administration has also failed to urge any legislation, like the 
Lindbergh antikidnapping law, that would remove any question of jurisdiction 
and clearly empower the FBI to investigate acts of violence where criminals 
have crossed State lines. 

This annual meeting of the St. Louis Council of the American Jewish Congress 
therefore urges that the Attorney General of the United States direct an immediate 
FBI investigation of such violence. 
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At the same time, although we are satisfied that the FBI already has the legal 
authority to initiate such an investigation, in order to free the question from any 
doubt, we urge that the United States Congress should enact legislation making it 
a Federal crime to transport any explosive across State lines with the intention 
of using such material in violation of the criminal law of any State. 

Three bills to this effect have been introduced into the House of Representatives 
by Congressmen Celler, Griffith, and Loser. Passage of any one of these bills 
would permit the FBI to bring its superior facilities and experience into investi- 
gating the bombings that have already taken place. It would, at the same time, 
demonstrate to any potential dynamiter that the Federal Government will act 
vigorously to prevent or punish any future bombing attempts. 

We urge that any or all of these three bills be brought out of the House Ju- 
diciary Committee at the earliest possible moment, passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and enacted into law. 


Mr. Mitchell, identify yourself. 


STATEMENT OF CLARENCE MITCHELL, DIRECTOR OF THE WASH- 
INGTON BUREAU OF THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 


Mr. Mireneii. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

1 am Clarence Mitchell, director of the Washington bureau of the 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People. I am 
accompanied by Mr. J. Francis Pohlhaus, who is counsel of the 
Washington bureau, and was formerly an attorney in the United 
States Department of Justice, but is now a member of our staff. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like to read my 
statement, which is a page and a half. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, on behalf of the 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, I appear 
before you today to urge strengthening and passage of H. R. 12116, 
the Celler bill, prohibiting certain acts involving importation, trans- 
portation, possession or use of explosives, and for other purposes. 

The need for this bill and for even stronger legislation has been 
known to our organization for a long time. 

I might say in connection with that suggestion of stronger legisla- 
tion, I have here, Mr. Chairman, a paragraph which sets forth some 
language which we believe would be stronger and more to the point 
on questions that confront us. It states: 


INJURING ANOTHER FOR VINDICATING CONSTITUTIONAL RiGcuts 

Whoever willfully injures or conspires to injure another in his person or his 
property because he is supporting or vindicating, is seeking to support or vindi- 
cate or has supported or vindicated, by word or deed, the constitutional right of 
any person or class of persons to the equal protection of the laws, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000 and imprisoned not more than 1 year, or both. 

[t is our opinion that this would enable the Federal Government to 
get into cases such as Mr. Maslow mentioned a minute ago on the 
Nashville bombing, which has to do with persons vindicating their 
right to attend public schools pursuant to a court order, and things 
of that sort. 

Mr. Lizonati. Of course you realize that in this programing, as 
outlined in this bill, that there would still be an indictment for con- 
spiracy under the Federal law—you understand that—which would 
have more dire results as to penalty and a catchall for proof. You 
understand that. 

Mr. Mrrcuett. Well, what we were trying to set forth here is what 
we think would really get at the heart of the problem. We didn’t 
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mean to say that we didn’t think that this bill ought to pass in its 
present form, nor did we mean to say that it would not accomplish 
something. But we do believe if the real job is to be done, something 
in the nature of the language that we have suggested would be desir- 
able. 

There is eloquent evidence in the files of the NAACP to support 
arguments in favor of action by the Congress of the United States. 

On Christmas night, 1951, Mr. Harry T. Moore, NAACP State 
coordinator in Florida, died as a result of a bomb blast which wrecked 
his home while he and Mrs. Moore were asleep. Mrs. Moore was 
injured so seriously that she died in a hospital on January 3, 1952. 

Mr. Moore was a leader in registration and voting. It is significant 
that, even though there was a great outcry against this terrible crime, 
5 months later the Washington Post of May 29, 1952, reported the 
story of a dynamiting of a Florida voting place. 

I point this out because there are those who seem to think that 
bombing and dynamiting are new crimes that have come to promin- 
ence since the United States Supreme Court school decisions of May 
17, 1954, and May 31, 1955. 

[ might say, Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, that I 
was a very close friend of Mr. Moore, the gentleman who was killed. 
I was very much aware of his activities. And at no time in the course 
of his activities was there a question of integration in public schools, 
because, of course, this was before the Supreme Court had handed 
down the school desegregation cases. He was tremendously active, 
however, in a very succ essful register and vote campaign. I know, of 
my own knowledge, he got a lot of threats because of that activity. 
I am convinced that those who murdered him were people, if they 
had any reason for getting after him, were getting after him because 
of his activity in that field. So far as I know, there was no other 
thing that he had done which would arouse the enmity of people in 
his home community. 

The use of dynamite and bombs to intimidate or murder individuals 
is not confined to any one section of the country. There is an unfor- 
tunate tendency on the part of some people to try to give the impres- 
sion that the residents of their State or section of the country would 
not commit such crimes. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, I have 
brought along some photostats of news clippings that I would like 
to offer as exhibits, with your permission. These are taken primarily 
from southern newspapers, so that there could not be any question 
about this being some propaganda aimed at embarrassing the South. 
I think these are factual news reports on events which represent 
tragic days in any community. 

Mr. Lrsonartt. Is this germane to the question here? 

Mr. Mircuetu. Yes, sir. These substantiate the need for legislation 
on this point in that this is a crime which has been occurring over an 
extended period, and even though the communities want to do 
something about it, apparently they are unable to do anything about 
it under their own resources. 

I have, for example, some photostats of clippings from the Mont- 
gomery Star which tells about the bombing of a Negro clergyman’s 
home in 1956. Another one from the Birmingham World which tells 
about the dynamiting of some colored homes in the city of Atlanta, 
Ga., where the people moved into these homes. Then I have a 
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clipping from the Birmingham World telling about the dynamiting 
of a colored church and some businesses. This occurred in 1957. 

I have here a clipping which is from the Birmingham Post Herald, 
of December 7, 1957, which tells about a dynamiting of a Fountain 
Heights home which left only one room intact. And I have from the 
Birmingham News of December 8, 1957, a statement about dynamiting 
of homes that took place over a 10-year period. 

Mr. Lisonati. We will make that part of the record, if you will 
turn it over to the counsel. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1956. 
J. Francis Ponuyaus, Esgq., 
Counsel, Washington Bureau NAACP, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Poutnaus: This will acknowledge your letter of January 10, 1956, 
referring to the bombing of the home of a Negro attorney in Cleveland, Ohio. 
We have meanwhile received the FBI report on this occurrence. The report 
indicates that the bombing was the result of local labor difficulties and altercations, 
and does not involve an infringement of alleged victim’s civil rights. We are 
therefore closing our files upon the matter. 
Thank you for writing us in this connection. 
Sincerely, 
WaRREN Otney III, 
Assistant Atiorney General, Criminal Division. 
By ArruurR B. CALDWELL, 
Chief, Civil Rights Section. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. J. Francis PoHLHats, 
Counsel, Washington Bureau, 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Poutunaus: This acknowledges your letter of June 25, 1957, relative 
to the alleged bombings, on April 28, 1957, of the Allan Temple A. M. E. Church, 
and the home of Mr. Asbury Howard, both of Bessemer, Ala. 

Information in our possession indicates no violation of a Federal criminal 
statute in connection with this matter. The Department, therefore, has no 
jurisdiction or authority to take any action. 

Sincerely, 
WaRREN OLNeEy III, 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division. 
By Sr. Jonn Barret7, 
Chief, Civil Rights Section. 


[From Birmingham World, December 8, 1957] 
In Wipt AREAS—DyYNAMITING OF Homes Covers 10-YEAR PERIOD 
(By Louis Isaacson, News staff writer) 


Dynamiting of Negro homes in the still of the night has struck a reign of terror 
which has plagued the Birmingham area since 1947. 

In the 10-year period at least 14 Negro homes have been dynamited. 

No one in Birmingham has been killed or seriously injured in the blasts. 

Blasts in the darkness came out of the racial tensions that built up steadily in 
the South following World War IT. 

Hardest hit lately by dynamiters has been the Fountain Heights section. This 
area at one time was occupied by only white families. 

Four homes acquired by Negroes have been rocked by dynamite in that area 
in less than a year. 

Saturday morning, under cover of darkness, a home at 1216 13th Street North 
was ripped apart by a double explosion. 

The home had previously been owned by Mrs. Eveline Weston, mother of five 
children. 
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Mrs. Weston, according to police, sold the hoine recently to a real-estate man. 

The home had been acquired by the Robert Greer family, who planned to move 
in earlier this past week, but were delayed because of inspection requirements. 

A zoning controversy formed the backdrop for Birmingham’s first dynamiting 
in 1947. The North Smithfield area was the scene. 

The Negro community was encroaching on the white homes that bordered it 
on the west. 

According to police, the first bomb thrown at a Negro house here went off on 
August 18, 1947, at the home of Sam Matthews of 120 11th Court North. 

About 2 years later, the next blast rocked a home at 31 11th Avenue North 
March 25, 1949. The same night the home of 8. L. Green was blasted at 25 11th 
Court North. 

Two blasts on Central Street North shook the homes of B. W. Henderson and 
E. B. DeYampert the night of August 12, 1949. 

Seven months later, the home of Dr. J. A. Boykin, 524 12th Terrace North 
was dynamited the night of April 13, 1950. 

On December 21, 1950, the Monk home at 950 Center Street North (the co iple 
that brought a zoning suit against the city of Birmingham challenging zoning 
laws) was blasted. 

No bombs were thrown or set off in Birmingham from December 1950 until 
last year. 

On April 10, 1956, blasts rocked the homes of Negroes on 12th Place North, 
and on Christmas day last year, a bomb shook the home of the Reverend Dr. 
F. L. Shuttlesworth, 3191 29th Avenue North. 

On December 31, 1956, the home of Otis Flowers was dynamited at 5713 Third 
Avenue North in Woodlawn. Flowers was arrested in connection with the case, 
but was later released. 

Dynamite blasts began to plague the Fountain Heights area on the night of 
April 10 of this year, when Negro homes at 1135 and 1143 12th Place North 
were bombed. 

Another Negro home at 1215 11th Court North was rocked by dynamite in 
April. On this occasion the home was occupied by six persons. All escaped 
injury. 

On the night of October 19 this year a dynamite blast ripped open the home 
of a Negro woman at 1149 12th Place North. 

Although in all of the cases no one has been seriously injured, property damage 
has been heavy. 

The double blast Saturday * * * dynamite were placed in | room and 8 in 
another room @nd detonated about 3 seconds apart. Rosenfeld lives within 
8 blocks of the scene. 

“This bombing appeared to have been carried ot more skillfully than previous 
explosions and newer dynamite was used,’’ Rosenfeld added. 

The Fountain Heights area has been nicknamed ‘‘Dynamite Hill”’ because of 
the bombings which have accompanied the gradual movement of Negroes into 
the area. 

Two other Negro families have moved into the area recently without being 
harmed. 

Extra police have been assigned to investigate the cases, but so far only one 
arrest and no convictions have been made. 

Police said that detection and apprehension of dynamiters is difficult. 

This is true, police said, because anyone can purchase dynamite. 

Police said it is hard to trace purchasers, because so much dynamite is used in 
construction work. 


White property owners of Fountain Heights have formed an association which 
is seek * * * 





[From Star, October 1, 1957] 
BomsB ExpLopEs AT NIGHT CLUB 


Corp, Iuu., October 1, 1957 (AP).—A nightclub operated by the Negro president 
of the Colp School Board was bombed last night, but authorities expressed belief 
it did not result from a school integration dispute here. 

The possibility was under investigation. 

The blast occurred at the rear of the New Orleans Room, heavily damaging 
the establishment operated by William Hatchett, the school board president. 

No one was in the room at the time, and 5 or 6 patrons in an adjoining bar 
escaped injury. 
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White children have been boycotting the Colp grade school since the school 
board voted to consolidate the two segregated grade schools here at the start of 
the fall semester. They have enrolled in nearby all-white schools. 

Among those who held the view the bombing was prompted by something other 
than the integration dispute were Mr. Hatchett himself and Mayor Frank Caliper. 

Ora Collard, Williamson County deputy sheriff, estimated the night club was 
50 percent destroyed. The rear wall of the one-story cement block structure was 
blown out. Doors were ripped off and the ceiling was a shambles. Several 
windows in Mr. Hatchett’s home next door were shattered. 

“The place is in pretty bad shape,’ Mr. Collard said. “I suppose it was 
dynamited.” 

About half the residents of this town, 125 miles southeast of St. Louis, are white 
and the other half Negro. The town once was s coal-mining center, but the 
mine has been abandoned. Colp now is a nightlife center for several nearby 
communities, and has about eight taverns and nightclubs. 

Mr. Hatchett is one of the four Negroes on the school board. The three white 
members have resigned since the board voted, 4 to 3, along racial lines, to con- 
solidate the previously all-white and all-Negro grade schools. Colp children of 
high-school age attend an integrated school at nearby Herrin. 

Some 40 white children from Colp enrolled in the nearby Carterville Grade 
School after the county school board granted a petition permitting the white 
children to be taken into the Carterville district. 


{From Afro-American December 17, 1957] 
KLANSMEN AcCUSED OF DYNAMITING 


GAFFNEY, S. C.—Five white men, all members of the Ku Klux Klan, were 
formally charged last Friday with the November 19 dynamiting of a white 
couple’s home in a racial angle. 

Each faces a maximum of 50 years in prison if convicted. 

Arrested by SLED (State law enforcement division) and Cherokee County and 
Gaffney city officers were three employees of the Limestone Manufacturing Co., 
of Gaffney; an employee of the Alema Mills; and a machine operator. 

Circuit Solicitor J. Allen Lambright, of Spartanburg, said the quintent will 
probably be brought to trial next March, on four separate charges, each, of 
assault and battery with intent to kill, and another count of conspiracy to destroy 
real property. 

The charges grew out of the dynamiting of the home of Dr. and Mrs. James H. 
Sanders after Mrs. Sanders had suggested gradual integration in a recently pub- 
lished booklet in which a dozen white South Carolinians set forth views on inte- 
gration. 

The suspects are charged with assault and conspiracy against the Sanderses, 
and also against a couple visiting in the Sanders home at the time. 

Colonel Lambright and area SLED agent, O. L. Brady, both reported receiving 
anonymous threats since the arrests. Lambright said one caller warned: ‘You're 
next on the list.” 

At Columbia, SLED Chief J. P. Strom said that the arrests do not involve those 
who dynamited the home of 52-year-old Lewis Ford the night of November 21. 
Mr. Ford, a tenant farmer on land of Mrs. J. Mark Hayes, white, narrowly 
escaped death when three sticks of dynamite struck the Ford home near Cowpens. 

Officers expressed the opinion that the Ford blasting may have been the after- 
math of Mr. Ford’s employing a white woman among cottonpickers on his farm. 

In the Sanders bombing, officers believed that three attempts had preceded the 
actual blasting. 

Officers recovered 12 sticks of unexploded dynamite, one 9-stick group on a 
defective bomb which probably failed because of unplanned insulation on the 
timing device: a second bomb of 3 sticks was also defective. 

When the first blast failed to expiode at 2:30 a. m., poiice said the suspects made 
two other trips on successive nights in attempts to explode the largest bomb. 

In the third try, the accused are suspected of tossing a smaller charge at the 
big bomb in an effort to discharge it. Missing their bomb itself, their third bomb 
exploded beside the home. 

Sheriff Julian B. Wright said that the suspect at whose home officers confiscated 
a 96-stick cache of dynamite buried in a garage, and a box of dynamite caps in a 
chickenhouse, was 1 of 2 men admitting to KKK membership. 
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{From Birmingham Post-Herald, December 7, 1957] 
Two Dynamite Buiasts Rip Fountain Hetcuts House 
JUST ONE ROOM IS LEFT INTACT BY EXPLOSIONS 


Two dynamite explosions ripped apart a Fountain Heights house shortly after 
midnight this morning. 

The scene of the explosion was 1216 13th Street North in a neighborhood 
where three other explosions have torn up houses within less than a year. 

The house, located in a white neighborhood, reportedly was bought recently by 
Negroes. 

Fire Marshal Aaron Rosenfeld, who was at the scene within minutes, said 
apparently one charge was set off in the front part of the house and another in 
the rear. 

The blast almost shook residents of the area out of their beds about 12:02 a. m. 

The explosives tore out the entire south side of the house, blew out the hall 
floor in the front, and demolished all but one room. 

The house was vacant at the time of the bombing. 

Residents said a Negro family moved into the house Thursday morning but 
moved out Thursday evening. 

One resident said he heard that the city building inspector condemned the house 
forcing the Negroes to move out. This statement, however, was unconfirmed. 

Police Commissioner Eugene Connor said early this morning, ‘‘We are going to 
do all we can to find the person or persons who did this. We don’t like dynamiting 
at all.’ 


[From Birmingham World, Wednesday, November 6, 1957] 
BoMBINGS PROBED IN BEAUMONT, TeEx., BUT Motive Is WITHHELD 
HOME OF LAWYER FOR PARK RIGHTS BOMBED NOVEMBER 1 


Violence flared last week both in Bessemer and in Birmingham. 

The home of Attorney David H. Hood, Jr., who is handling a suit seeking to 
broaden park-facility opportunities, was bombed November 1. Damage was not 
heavy. 

An unoccupied Negro-owned home in the Fountain Heights area, which pre- 
viously was bombed, was set afire early Saturday morning, «/ctober 2. Damage 
was estimated to be $1,000. 

Meantime the Fountain Heights-North Highlands Civic Association has been 
formed. It is headed by Charles A. Pierson, a grocerman, who twice has run for 
the office of sheriff. He lost both times. The association claims 250 property- 
owner members, 

Fountain Heights is almost encircled by Negro neighborhoods. It is no longer 
solidly white. A few Negro families has always lived in obscure spots in Fountain 
Heights. 

This brings to 10 or more the unsolved racial bombings, burnings, and firings-on 
in the Birmingham-Bessemer area within an 11-month period. 


CuurcH, Home, Bustness, Att Hit spy BomBs 


Beaumont, Tex.—Possibility of racial trouble loomed in Beaumont Tuesday 
as authorities pieced together possible explanations of three dynamite blasts 
which shook the city Monday night. 

Police declined to express an opinion on motive of the blasts as they continued 
to check possible clues and suspects. They said no arrests have been made and 
none are imminent. 

Officials of the National City Lines, which owns the local bus service as well 
as those in Montgomery and Mobile, Ala., said they expect to confer next month 
in Beaumont with United States attorneys on the question of integrating city 
bus lines, 

Meanwhile a Baptist minister, Rev. Kugene Dickey, appeared Tuesday before 
the city council urging that the council take a stand on integration. 

He said that the bombings of a church, a storage company, and a private 
residence Monday night was ‘“‘just a little preview of things to come if the race 
question gets any worse,” 
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NOT FOR CHURCH 


Dickey said he was speaking as an individual and not for the Baptist Church. 

One mysterious call from a woman, one to the potice and the second a short 
time later to the pastor of the damaged St. Michaels Greek Orthodox Church, 
warned that “this is no amateur. I’m sorry we missed on Magnolia (near the 
residence bombed). We wanted to get the foreigners.’’ 

C. R. Smith, owner of the blasted residence, expressed the opinion that the 
bomb was meant for him because he has taken ‘‘a middle of the road stand on 
the question of integration.”’ 

BOMBED BUILDING 


The bombed Kilpatrick flash storage company is owned by State Representa- 
tive Rufus Kilpatrick, of Beaumont, who voted last week to send to a legislative 
committee a bill backed by anti-integration forces. 

A group of citizens, members of the Beaumont Citizens Council, picketed the 
campus of Lamar Technological College last October protesting the attendance 
of Negro students. The disturbance ended when pickets were ordered away at 
the request of white students. Several Negroes still attend the college. 


{From the Star, January 31, 1956] 
NeGro MInNIstTerR’s HoME IN ALABAMA BOMBED 


MontTGomMery, ALA., January 31 (AP).—An explosion last night damaged a 
Negro minister’s home in a new flareup of violence stemming from the prolonged 
boycott by Negroes of the city’s transportation system. 

Minutes after the blast the minister, Rev. M. L. King, 27, who has been an 
outspoken leader in the boycott movement, appealed to a crowd gathered at the 
scene to remain calm in the face of mounting racial tension here. 

Police said either a hand grenade or dynamite shattered windows at the King 
home. 

No one was injured. 

This was the first violence reported since the first week of the boycott last 
December 5. Shots were fired at a few Huses during that first week, but there were 
no injuries and little damage. 


ORIGIN OF MOVEMENT 


The protest movenent against segregation laws applying to city buses was 
touched off by a $14 fine given Mrs. Rosa Parks, a Negro, who refused to move to 
the rear of a bus. 

The Montgomery City Commission offered a reward of $500 for information 
leading to the arrest and conviction of those responsible for the bombing. 

Mr. King’s wife, their 7-weeks-old daughter and Mrs. Roscoe Williams, a 
neighbor, were in the home when they heard a thud “‘like a brick hitting the front 
porch.” 

They ducked into a back room just as the explosion shattered windows, ripped 
a hole in the porch and cracked a porch column. 


300 NEGROES GATHER 


Arriving home 15 minutes after the explosion from a mass meeting at a church, 
Mr. King asked about 300 Negroes gathered outside his home to be ‘‘peaceful.” 

“Don’t get panicky,” he said. ‘‘Don’t get your weapons. He who lives by the 
sword will perish by the sword. Remember that is what God says * * *” 

Mr. King, pastor of the Dexter Avenue Baptist Church, was fined $14 last 
Saturday for driving 30 miles an hour in a 25-mile zone. He denied the charge 
and blamed his arrest on Mayor W. A. Gayle’s statement that the city commission 
was through “‘pussyfooting around”’ with boycotters. 





[From the Courier, November 16, 1952] 
Wipow’s Home BomBED 


BirMINGHAM, ALA.—Mrs. Cleo Prince is in a quandary about the future. The 
40-year-old widow had her newly purchased home bombed and set on fire before 
she and her 7 children had a chance to move into it. White property owners in 
the area are opposing Negro neighbors 
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{From the Birmingham World, April 17, 1956] 


Two Houses DAMAGED IN FrRipAyY’s BoMBING 
DYNAMITE RIPS HOLE IN OLD KNOW ROAD PAVEMENT 


ATLANTA, Ga. (SNS)—A dynamite explosion near the newly purchased home 
of 2 Negro women left 2 houses considerably damaged early Friday at 2576 Old 
Know and 2584 Old Know. 

Police said the explosive was apparently hurled at the home of Mrs? Gertrude 
Anderson and Miss Eleanor Anderson, but rolled down an embankment and 
exploded in the street. A hole was torn in the street; the Anderson home and 
that of a white resident across the street were damaged. 

Some weeks earlier, 3 such explosions occurred on Baker Road, 1 block south 
from Friday’s bombing site. Targets of the explosives have been homes bought 
or moved into by Negroes. 

At the time of the explosion, the Anderson home was occupied by Walter 
Smart and Miss Anderson nephew and daughter of Mrs. Anderson. The trio 
recently came to Atlanta from Birmingham. 

The home of Guy M. Maxwell, 32 (white) apparently suffered greater damage 
than that of the intended victims. 

Added intrigue came shortly after the 1:23 a. m., explosion. A mob consisting 
of some 100 white residents of the area, after observing a Negro man investigat- 
ing the excitement, chased him 1 block to where his car was parked and then 
proceeded to stone the vehicle, breaking the glasses. 

A white man, hospitalized with jagged glass cuts on his arm sustained his 
injuries, police theorized, while trying to reach in the car to grab the fleeing man. 
He escaped unharmed. 

Mr. Maxwell said a ‘‘for sale”’ sign is displayed in his front yard but community 
residents have tried to get him not to offer his home for sale to Negroes. 

His wife said: “I don’t know who could have done it. I wouldn’t have the 
heart to do that kind of thing. Those people (Negroes) are nice and don’t 
bother anybody.” 

The couple has lived in the community 6 years and have a son, a 
daughter, age 5. 

While waiting for an insurance adjustor to O. K. carpentry and window repairs, 
Smart, the young social worker student, recalled the jibes and threats hurled at 
them after the blast. 

In addition to calling them insulting names, he said, one woran member of 
the crowd gathered on his lawn said: 

“They (whites) asked them 3 or 4+ times to move,” 
“They are still in there?”’ 

“Yeah,”’ came the retort, ‘They are in there and they say they’re gonna stay.” 

Mrs. Anderson told of rumors she believes helped to encourage violence. 
These rumors persist Negroes are asking a fabulous price for the house: they 
refuse to move; and they are trying to make a test case. They have no founda- 
tion of fact, she added. She indicated incident does not frighten her. 

The Westside Lmproving Association, organized to buy property in the area, 
is ~egotiating with the Ardersons but have not met price demands. Mrs. 
Andersoi believes money speat traveling to and from 
the purchase also is capital invested in her home. 

In addition to broken window glasses both of the damaged dwellings have 
nails pushed through wall surfaces. Maxwell temporarily placed cardboard over 
his windows to keep out cool air, but the Anderso 
windows replaced before night 
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The Maxwells said they expected the explosion because they were told to 
move to the far side of the house 


because it might happen anytime. 
Police launched an investigation and began a search for clues that would lead 
to the arrest of those respo isible for the crime 


Mr. Mireneni. Thank vou. I just wanted to identify it for the 
record, 

January 8, 1952, a prominent citizen of Florida said that he was 
not convinced that those responsible for antiminority terrorism in 
Florida would be found in the State because ‘‘there is nothing about 
these foul deeds that seems charecteristic of Floridians.’’ 

On page 201 of the printed hearings on the civil rights bills before 
the House Judiciary Subcommittee No. 2, Representative Forrester 
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of Georgia, asks the question, ‘‘Have you ever in your lifetime heard 
of any murder committed by a Floridian or a Georgian with a bomb?” 
Mr. Forrester then adds, “Bombs have been used repeatedly in 
Californian murders but never in Florida or Georgia.” 

In most areas outside the South, there is rarely any effort to pretend 
that this type of crime could not be committed by local citizens. In 
most instances, help from the Federal Government in apprehending 
the criminals would-be welcome .indeed. 

Now it appears that there is growing realization in the South and 
that it is no admission of weakness to seek the help of the FBI, and 
the United States Department of Justice in these matters. 

Mr. Lrsonatr. In your statement, you feel from the reports you 
have received—you feel that the Government could do a better job 
than local authority? 

Mr. MircHe.y. Yes; I was going to say that in this connection, a 
statement was made earlier that Mr. McGrath of the Department of 
Justice and other attorneys general had taken the position that they 
could investigate these matters, and then find out later whether they 
had jurisdiction to do so. I had the opportunity to meet with the 
Attorney General when this position was taken by the Department 
of Justice. ‘The position of the then Attorney General, who was Mr. 
McGrath, was that the FBE Would investigate first; and make a deter- 
mination of its jurisdiction later, and after it had obtained the 
necessary facts. 

Regardless of what might have been the position of the Attorney 
General then, and regardless of what we as outside people may think 
the jurisdiction of the Department of Justice is, we have here two 
letters that I would like to offer from the Justice Department in 
response to inquiries from Mr. Pohlhaus, in which the Justice Depart- 
ment takes the flat position that it does not have jurisdiction to go 
into these matters. 

Mr. Lisonati. We will file these two. 

At this time, gentlemen, we will have a recess for about 20 minutes. 
There is a rolleall on a bill and we of necessity must answer the rolleall. 

Mr. Mircue tt. I have about a paragraph to finish. 

Mr. Linonati. We may want to ask you questions, so if you will 
be good enough to wait, we will appreciate it. 

Mr. Mrrcuet. Yes, sir. 

(Brief recess.) 

Mr. Lisonati. The meeting will come to order, gentlemen. 

Mr. Mircuetu. To resume, Mr. Chairman, it now appears that 
there is growing realization in the South that it is no admission of 
weakness to seek the help of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
the United States Department of Justice in these matters. 

Support of H. R. 12116 does not commit southern Members of 
Congress to support of the broad principle of civil-rights legislation, 
although at this late date in world history, everyone, North and 
South, should be in favor of civil rights. 

H. R. 12116 is an attempt to mobilize the resources of Government 
to stamp out an odious and cowardly form of lawlessness. We hope 
that it will become law in this session of Congress. 

That concludes my formal statement, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to mention that I had the good fortune to be in the 
Rules Committee when you testified this morning, and, like you, our 
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organization opposes H. R. 3. This bill incorporates, under subsection 
(e) one of the ideas in H. R. 3. 

This was explored by Mr. Pohlhaus and our bureau counsel, and 
Mr. Robert Carter, the NAACP.’s general counsel. They reached 
the conclusion that there was no necessity for including subsection 
(e) in this bill. But since it was there, it didn’t do any particular 
harm. And we also thought it would be wise to make it clear that 
this does not in any way indicate that we support the principles of 
HH. RS; 

Mr. Lisonati. Thank you very much. 

Are there any questions? 

Mr. Mircue.u. There is one other memorandum I would like to 
offer, if | may. This was prepared by Mr. Pohlhaus. 

Mr. Lirsonati. All right. 

Mr. BrickFrrEtp. Mr. Chairman, I might mention in Mr. Celler’s 
last bill, H. R. 12935, that particular provision has been amended. 

Mr. MircHeui. Thank you. 

(Document referred to follows: ) 


MEMORANDUM ON H. R. 12116 anp H. R. 11806 From J. Francis PoH.Haus, 
CouNSEL, WASHINGTON BurEAv, NAACP 


H. R. 12116 and H. R. 11806 have as their objectives: 

lt. Making it-a*P ederal etitiie'to ffansport in interstate commerce explosives for 
use in violation of State or Federal law; 

2. Creation of a rebuttable legal presumption that the possession or use of 
explosives in violation of State or Federal law is evidence of the interstate trans- 
portation of the explosive. 

Neither of these propositions presents a novel approach in the area of Federal 
criminal law. 

Congress has on many occasions exercised its authority to regulate interstate 
commerce by prohibiting the interstate shipment of commodities that would be 
used in violation of the laws of the various States. It should be pointed out that, 
in doing so, Congress in no way seeks to change local law, but to supplement it 
and assist local authorities in the difficult task of law enforcement. 

In a law closely related to the bills under consideration, Congress has prohibited 
the transportation of fireworks into any State for use in violation of the laws of 
the State (18 U. S. C. 836). 

Other similar laws are title 18, United States Code, section 1262, prohibiting 
the transportation of intoxicating liquor into a State in violation of its laws and 
title 15, United States Code, section 1172, making illegal the transportation into 
a State of gambling devices except where the State has authorized such importa- 
tion. 

The creation of legal presumptions to aid in the enforcement of Federal statutes 
is likewise a time tested practice. 

The classic example of this practice is the so-called Lindbergh Kidnaping Law 
(18 U. 8S. C. 1201) which creates the presumption of interstate transportation of 
the victim of a kidnaping if he is not released within 24 hours. 

The possession of narcotics is, under Federal law, deemed evidence of interstate 
shipment unless otherwise explained (21 U. 8. C. 174). A similar presumption is 
created by the possession of smoking opium (21 U. 8. C. 181). 

The illegal use of dynamite having become a grave national problem, Congress 
is justified in exercising its authority over interstate commerce in the manner 
suggested by the proposed bills now under consideration. 


Mr. Liponatr. Mr. Irving Ferman. 
Mr. Ferman. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Lisonatr. Proceed. 
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STATEMENT OF IRVING FERMAN, DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON, D.C., 
OFFICE, AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 


Mr. Ferman. I would like to read, with your permission, Mr. 
Chairman, a very short statement, and address myself to some of the 
questions, if I may, that have been raised previous to my appearance. 

My name is Irving Ferman. I am testifying in behalf of the 
American Civil Liberties Union, as its Washington office director. 

The union as a nonpartisan private organization of some 40 years 
of experience has championed the right of all persons to equal treat- 
ment under the law as part of its program to promote the Bill of 
Rights. 

The experience of a free society has taught us that to guarantee 
the right to free expression, and to cuarantee the right to a due 
process does not entirely guarantee the desired measure of freedom. 
In addition, we have to make certain that all, regardless of origin, 
affiliation, or belief will be insured equal treatment before the law. 
We need to constantly prevent the corrosiveness of prejudice from 
weakening our legal structure if we are to be assured that no citizen 
will be denied such equal status before the law. 

The American Civil Liberties Union does not, as a rule, concern 
itself with supporting legislation making conduct criminal. How- 
ever, we are impressed by ‘the material inserted into the C ongressional 
Record on May 5, 1958, by Caairman Celler, as well as our own studies 
on the 45 bombings of religious institutions, schools, and other prop- 
erty from January 7, 1957, until the present time. 

The persistent and concerted acts of violence invoked in the recent 
bombings, designed to thwart the operation of the democratic process 
in as delicate and as profoundly significant area of government as the 
enforcement of civil rights, should be a matter of paramount Federal 
concern. 

The ACLU feels it is in the highest public interest to illegalize such 
acts in the manner provided in H. R. 11806 and H. R. 12116. 

These bombings have been perpetrated to frustrate legal and popu- 
lar efforts to insure equal status before the law. This lawless conduct 
is designed to disturb the orderly processes of government in securing 
for millions of Americans their right to be treated alike by the law. 

If there is any question left open for public discussion on compliance 
of school desegregation decision, or insuring the right to vote by en- 
forcing the Civil Rights Act of 1957, or implementing the rights guar- 
anteed by the 13th, 14th, and 15th amendments to our Constitution 
and the various civil rights statutes, it must be resolved by public 
debate, and resort to the judicial process, and not by acts of violence. 
There cannot be disagreement on this fundamental proposition by 
any American, no matter what be his political persuasion. 

Accordingly, again, the American Civil Liberties Union wishes to 
express its support today in behalf of H. R. 11806 and H. R. 12116 
and all corresponding proposals. 

Chairman Celler’s proposal, H. R. 12116, would amend chapter 39 
of the Federal Criminal Code concerned with the interstate transporta- 
tion of explosives and combustibles, making it a crime to transport or 
receive explosives, with the intent to use such explosives in violation 
of Federal or State law. 

Section 39 of our Criminal Code reflects a declared Federal interest 
in the transporting of explosives to protect the public safety. It seems 


~ 
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to the ACLU that adding another section to the chapter to protect 
law and order that could be upset by the use of explosives is, therefore 
very much in place 

Section 2 (ce) of the Celler bill, H. R. 12116, would create a rebut- 
table presumption that such explosives were transported across State 
lines, thereby, certifying Federal concern which would permit the 
Justice Department to take jurisdiction immediately 

We feel this to be particularly wise in view of the experience of 
section 1201 of the Criminal Code providing for a rebuttable pre- 
sumption that a kidnaped person has been taken across State lines 
This has permitted our FBI to direct its effective investigative efforts 
in the area of kidnaping. ‘There can be little doubt that this provision 
in our law since its enactment has greatly deterred kidnaping activities. 

We urge that H. R. 12116 be approved swiftly by this committe 
and then immediately enacted into law. 

Such action would demonstrate to the world, and assure ourselves, 
that no matter how deep we might disagree as a nation over so 
fundamental a matter as equality before the law, we stand united 
In) Slamping out acts of violence directed to resolve such disagreement. 

We cannot do less, if we are to survive as a nation of free peopl 
we must not do less, if we expect to survive as a government of laws, 
and not men. 

I am ready to answer any questions, if vou have any, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Lisonati. Well, vou heard the questions relative to the 
presumption, relative to possession. Do you feel that in view of 
Mr. Willis’ comments—that it would be operative here to the best 
advantage, and if vou do, why do you say so? 

Mr. Ferman. Well, I think, as I listened to Congressman Willis 
pose the qui stions to the previous withess, Mr. Will Maslow. Ol} the 
possible hardship that section (ec) would inflict in making a crime 
merely tO possess explosives in violation of a State law [ certainly 
accept the suggestion made by Chairman Willis that the kind of 


persons that might be involved by this provision are not the type of 
persons that we are seeking to involve, nor are their aets the kind of 
acts that we are attempting to illegalize as a matter of Federal concen 
here today. And during the recess, reread the bill, I am inclined 


to feel that section (c) could be omitted and the purposes oi the bill 
\\ ill be served. 

Mr. Mastow. (b) or (ce)? 

Mr. Ferman Cc That is the section that imposes a criminal 
liability on mere possession of the explosives in violation of a State 
law. So what we would have left in this bill is a criminal penalty 


being imposed On} persons transporting or reece i\ ing possessing ‘ xplo- 
sives, with the intent to violate State or Federal law And also 
there would be the rebuttabl presumption nn. s ie} possession Is 


matter of interstate commerce 

| would like to, for a moment, disagree wit! my colleague, Mir. Will 
Maslow, concerning the import of the Tod case, Tod v. United States, 
which can be found in Three Hundred and Nineteenth United States 
Reports. That case involved, as I recall, section 2 of the Federal 
Firearms Act, which places a criminal liability on a person who has a 
previous criminal record and possesses a firearm. And then the 
provision goes on to say that there is a rebuttable presumption that 
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such a person with a past criminal record possessing a firearm has 
received that firearm in interstate commerce. 

The Court, in the Tod case, had before it the question of a pre- 
sumption that was enacted as part of section 2 of the Firearms Act. 
The Court emphasized first, as I recall the opinion, that it is alto- 
gether proper, of course, for Congress to legislate presumptions in the 
law. However, they said 

Mr. Lisonati. That you favor that legislative presumption is in the 
law, except, for instance, where the presumption would deprive on 
of his liberty without sufficient evidence on the part of the arresting 
officer. 

Mr. Ferman. I favor it in this particular act. 

Mr. Liponatr. I mean as a general rule. 

Mr. Ferman. No. Asa general rule, I think any person interested 
in civil liberties is generally opposed to presumptions in the law. 

Mr. Lisonati. I think they borrowed this idea of presumption 
from the Wildlife Act. Mere possession of an avis fera the pre- 
sumption would be that you had been guilty of having captured 
it or shot it. I think that is where the original presumption came 

Mr. Ferman. Yes, sir. And the court in the Tod case goes on to 
say, of course that the right of the legislature to create presumption 
has limits, and those limits involve the due process clause of the fifth 
amendment. But they go on to say that the test of whether or not a 
presumption is violative of the due process clause rests on the experi 
ence and fact behind the presumption—does the presumption really 
make sense? 

Mr. Lisonatr. The setting 

Mr. Ferman. Yes. Is it artificial? Or does it conform to our 
experience? And they go on to suggest that in the particular set of 
facts before them in the Tod case, it did not conform to actual ex 
perience there is no factual basis for presuming that a person neces 
sarily receives a firearm as a result of interstate commerce. But, 
procedurally, the Tod case works a much more different hardship, 
much more difficult hardship han it would in a case involved in the 
legislation proposed LOday 


In the Tod case there is very little for the defendant to do once the 


Inaietment states that | had had a previous past record, and a firearm 
is found in his possession. The effect of those really two presump- 
tions one is an irrebuttable presumption which is implied, and the 
other is a rebuttable presumption— creates a hardship beyond the 
pale of due process in the actual procedure of the trial. And I think 


in this partic ular type of legislation, a rebuttable presumption would 
not work that kind of procedural hardship, that is, that the Govern- 
ment will still have to prove, omitting the section (c) that | suggest, 
intent. The presumption will not have the same effect that it had 
in the Tod case 

Mr. Lisonati. In Illinois, in the last session of the Illinois Assem- 
bly, I passed a bill which had for its purpose the elimination of any 
such reference as far as a habitual criminal was concerned prosecuted 
under the Habitual Criminal Act—-any charge in the indictment 
proper that even mentioned he had previously been convicted. And 
that is the law of Illinois now. 

Following through your criticism of the fact that purely the pre- 
sumption having been a criminal would create a prejudice against 

e person to begin with. 





~~ 
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Mr. Ferman. And, as I say, it is not characterized as such in the 
statute, but there you really have in the Tod case an irrebuttable 
presumption plus a rebuttable presumption, which is altogether a 
different situation from this particular case, analyzing it in terms of 
deleting section (c). What you have here—first, a matter of para- 
mount Federal concern—lI can’t emphasize that enough. The actual 
operation of this presumption would be to establish a basis for Federal 
investigation It would have very little significance in the actual 
trial. I also think that these kinds of acts that we have experienced 
in the 45 bombings, which are concerted acts, seem to suggest to me 
that a presumption that this kind of dynamite was received in inter- 
state, is not a presumption that flies in the face of experience, as the 
presumption in the Tod case which involved receiving a firearm in a 
particular State. 

Mr. Brickrietp. Why do you say that? 

Mr. Ferman. Well 

Mr. BrickrieLp. I mean what basis in fact does Congress have of 
creating a presumption that says a bomb traveled in interstate com- 
merce? Here is a man who is caught, or he possesses the bomb. 
What basis in fact does Congress have to say that that bomb shall be 
considered to have moved in interstate commerce? Any more than 
it could say a man with a gun—the gun moved in interstate commerce. 

I ask that in good terme because that is the question 

Mr. Ferman. Yes; and I appreciate that question. 

Mr. Lisonati. That is a very pertinent question. 

Mr. Ferman. Yes; it is. Because confining our‘analysis now to the 
statute that we ivpedieide the statute which would only place 
criminal liability on a person who is in possession or transports, re- 
celves explos sives, with the intent to viol: ate a State law or a Federal 
law. Now, this kind of a person is not the farmer who buys some 
dynamite or buys some explosives as defined by this act in a general 
store. het you have a group who purchases dynamite, and | 
assume in a quantity, which suggests to me, in experience, that this 
will come from interstate commerce. You do not have a situation, 
again, of a person who has no intent to violate a State law, hypothe- 
sizing the statute which we projected, going down to the general 
store and buying some explosives. Here you have a group. And I 
think that there is a greater factual basis for establishing that pre- 
sumption, coupling that with the fact that the only effect that this 
presumption would have procedurally, would be to permit our in- 
vestigative agencies to proceed. 

In the Tod case, the facts of the Tod case, and even the standard 
enunciated by the Supreme Court, I think, is distinquished, with all 
due respect to my colleague, from this particular case today. 

Mr. Lisonatir. Thank you very much, sir. 


Mr. Wriuis. Will you please identify yourself? 


STATEMENT OF HYMAN H. BOOKBINDER, LEGISLATIVE REPRE- 
SENTATIVE, AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR AND CONGRESS 
OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATIONS 


Mr. Bookpinper. I am Hyman H. Bookbinder, legislative repre- 
sentative of the AFL—-C1O. 

| have a prepared statement. 

Mr. Linonatr. Can we just incorporate it? 
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Mr. Booksinper. Yes; I was going to suggest that. 
(Statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF Hyman H. BooxkBINpER, LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVE, AMERI- 
CAN FEDERATION OF LABOR AND CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATIONS 
ON ILLEGAL USE or EXPLOSIVES 


My name is Hyman H. Bookbinder. I am legislative representative for thi 
AFL-CIO, and I am appearing today to present the views of that organization 
on proposed legislation to impose criminal penalties for the illegal transportatio1 
and use of explosives in interstate commerce. 

The bills introduced by Chairman Celler and Representative Loser are in- 
tended to meet a problem which urgently requires a solution. The use of home 
made bombs in many cities of our country to wreak havoc in private wars against 
Federal authority, against religious groups, and against other institutions and 
persons who may be unpopular with a tiny group of unscrupulous and perhaps 
unbalanced extremists demands immediate and decisive action. Bombings of 
schools and houses of worship are an abomination which all decent citizens decry 

In a statement adopted May 1, 1958, the executive council of the AFL-CIO 


said: 

Bred by insecurity and fear, the spirit of intolerance is stalking the normall) 
peaceful and neighborly communities. Reported instances of lawless acts damag- 
ing schools and houses of worship of minority groups are multiplying. Most 


alarming are indications that this violence is inspired by organized hate groups 
festering on the fringes of the community 

“These developments call for resolute national leadership in revitalizing the 
spirit of brotherhood and neighborliness which has always inspired our way of 
life, in rebuilding national unity and strength just when they are needed 
most. * * *# 

Che series of bombings and bombing attempts against religious institutions 
ind schools clearly indicate a concerted course of criminal action in a number of 
States and point to the existence of a conspiracy which warrants immediate 
investigation by the FBI.”’ 


The newspapers have reported approximately 50 bombings in 10 States of the 


Union in the last vear and a half \{ pattern seems quite discernible; in some 
form or other they all are related to the problem of race relations, religious free- 
dom, and related matters. Definace of the Federal courts is involved in some of 
these cases; in one case threats of violence were directed against a Federal judge 


in an attempt to influence his decision. 
There are obviously great differences of opinion among some of our people as 


to the appropriateness or the timing of changes in our social structure. There 
are strong feelings. But on one thing we cannot afford or permit any difference 


law and order must prevail, The arena for battles in the field of human relations 
is in public debate, in the courts, in the Halls of Congress, and the State legisla 
tures. Violence and conspiracy under cover of darkness cannot be tolerated 

The record of these last 18 months has demonstrated either the unwillingness 
or inabilitv of the States to act in these bombings Unfortunately, the Depart- 
ment of Justice has interpreted present law as being insufficient to permit its par- 
ticipation in the situation Under such circumstances, there is no alternative 
but to give the Federal Government the authority needed to act 

\ quarter of a century ago the kidnaping and murder of an innocent child for 
ransom resulted in the passage by Congress of a strong Federal law which has 
almost eliminated kidnaping as a maior crime in America today. 

Congress acted because that kind of crime against a child so fills the human 
personality with repugnance that every power of both Federal and State govern - 
ments must be brought to bear against it 

The bombings by clandestine forces against innocent individuals and institutiotr 
is no less repugnant to all who believe in law and order 

I do not now assert that the Celler and Loser bills are the best or the only 
solution to this problem. I do believe that they represent one useful approach 
to this national problem 

A quarter of a century ago the Congress recognized that Federal law enforce 
ment assistance had to be given to State authorities to help prevent the commissio1 
of an act when its perpetrators crossed State lines to avoid detection It did so 
I believe, because conscience demanded that every possible resource be called 
pon to prevent physical harm or loss of life to any citizen 
These bills are couched in the same language Indeed, the same words are 
used to create a presumption which would add the force of Federal law to aid 
State officials in prevention and punishment 
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Perhaps no single class of crimes are so abhorrent to the American people as 
the surreptitious violence of a few misguided hotheads directed against an other- 
wise peaceful and law-abiding community. These crimes must be stopped, so 
that American citizens may feel secure in their homes, schools, and churches. 

It is the firm belief of the American Federation of Labor and the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations that this committee should act forcefully and promptly 
to insure this end. 

Mr. BookrinpEer. I must in all frankness concede I will not be 
adding anything substantive to the discussion. I would just say in 
half a minute the following. We come not as legal experts to debate 
the pros and cons of rebuttable presumption or any other legal con- 
cepts. I am impressed with the fact that you have a lot of good 
witnesses and testimony on this already. 

We come as a friend in court, so to speak. 

We represent millions of American workers located north and south, 
and our organization is shocked, just like, we believe, the decent citi- 
zens all over the country are shocked, over this series of bombings 
If the bills before you now are not the best bills from a legal point of 
view, we hope you can get around to improving them. 

We do believ« there is need for Federal action, because the States 
have been either unwilling or unable to cope with this serious problem. 
And despite the _ ness of the s« en we are truly hopeful that this 
committee can act expeditiously, and that the Senate will be inspired 
by the speed of your action and do likewise. 

a Linonati. Thank you very much. 


Now, Mr. Edelsberg 


STATEMENT OF HERMAN EDELSBERG, WASHINGTON REPRE- 
SENTATIVE OF THE ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE OF B’NAI 
B’RITH 


Mr. Epeusperc. Mr. Chairman, my name is Herman Edelsberg 
| am the Washington representative of the Anti-Defamation League of 
B’nai B’rith 

[ want to express my appreciation to vou and the committee for 
focusing the congressional spotlight on a growing evil in American life 

This rash of bombings Is designed only to deny to people their 
constitutional rights—it is the only purpose for this interstate rash of 
bombings 

| think [ will ask you to receive into the record this prepared state- 
ment. And I would like to address myself to a few high points, and 
to two relevant legal problems that have been discussed by the com- 
mittee with various shea witnesses. 

(Statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF HERMAN EDELSBERG ON BEHALF OF THE ANTI-DEFAMATION 
LEAGUE oF B’nNalr B’RITH 


My name is Herman Edelsberg. I am the Washington representative of the 
(Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith, on whose behalf I appear this morning 
The Anti-Defamation League is the educational arm of B’nai B’rith, America’s 
largest and oldest Jewish service organization, having been founde d in 1843. 


_ seeks to promote good will and understanding amor Americans of the various 

‘ligious, ethnic, and racial groups and to pre vent discrimination against any of 
une To this end it has developed a vast library of educational materials and 
programs widely used by the schools and the mass ‘media of America. The 


ADL program has its roots in the religious teachings of Judaism that man is a 
creature of ( rod, that all men are equal before the Almighty, and that the dignit Vv 
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of the individual is God given and must not be violated—teachings which are 
shared, of course, by all our great religions 

We welcome these hearit gs because they focus the conert ional spothght on 
a growing evil in American life today—-the resort to dynamite to denv American 
citizens their constitutional rights H. R. 11806, H. R. 12116. and H. R. 12667 


would, in brief, make it a Federal offense to trar sport explosives In interstate 
commerce, or to possess explosives transported in interstate commerce, with the 
knowledge or intent that the explosives will be used | iolation of Federal or Stat 
law The bills create a rebuttable presumption that explosives used in violatio 


of Federal or State law were transported 


in interstate commerce 
The American people have been horrified by the recent bombings of hor 





churches, svnagogues, schools, and community centers Since the be ling of 
1957 there have been 45 such bombings or attempted bombings Six of these, all 
occurring since November 1957, have beet lirected against plac of Jewish 
worship SS far Aas Wwe have heer ible to scertall local police offi ial Ave 
been unable, in all but one instance, to apprehend those responsible for the 
shocking crimes. The similarity of the dvuamitings would indicate that the 
bombings are part of a criminal conspit y cutting across State lines, thus hanpe 
ing effective investigation by local police and making it necessary for the Federa 
(,overnment to step in order to ct ish tl - lawl ictivitle 

There are many who are of the opinior it there i basis for Federal inter 
entio der « ting Federal statute without th 1 fo { Fed 
legislatior We were gratified that manv leading yutherne lud 
Members of the Senate and several in the House, called for FBI investigati 
The Department of Justice however, has taker the OSsIth that the Federal 


Government has no jurisdiction in these cases because no violation of any Federa 
law is involved 











While the Department has been unable to find anv jurisd 3 
intervention by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the FBI at all ft 
een rea to help the loeal police authorities in every wavy | sible to apprehend 
the perpetrators of what Attornev General Rogers has ealled shocking crim 
The extent of the FBI assistance is most ¢ 
Senator Javits, in which Deputy Attorney General Wal 
FBI] * * * has not only placed its various facilities at t eral f the tora 
law-enl cement agencies, but it has activel cooperate Wit hoi Ce! 
phases of the investigation and it stands ready t 1 itself a sion off 
Further. other of she al T) he ‘ 
ipp! DY T t imal l essf tigatio f 
In view (¢ the widespr id cl racte or these ft I l 
not enoug! It is essential that tl EBL be giver ot p t coord t 
nfer that authority « Depar f Justi ler to cnable the FBI 
to intervene promptl in the event of fut lyvnamitit Tl is the 
of coordinate responsibility that the FBI has in many types of criminal cases 
Che proposed bill, for example, follows generally the pattern of the s ealled i 
Lindbergh law (18 U. 8S. C., see. 1201 That law makes it a Federal offens 
to transport in interstate commerce any kidnap 1p rson and create I | 
presumption that the kidnaped pers vas so transported if 3 
released within 7 days after the kidnaping 
In supporting this legislation we are not unmindful of the fact that the respor 
sibilitv generally for investigating and prosecuting acts of violence, including 
bombings and dynamitings, rests as it should upon local law-enforcement officia 
ind not n the Federal Government. The proposed legislation would not dis 
State local authorities of that primary responsibilitv and duty These b 
would merely give to the Federal authorities concurrent jurisdiction to investig 





and prosecute those cases in which interstate facilities have been used to trans 





port explos ves They are designed, as Congressma) Loser stated whe 

troduced his bill (Congressional Record, April 1, 1958, p. A38095), ‘‘to lend aid 
to the States in these cases when it IS apparent that State lines have been crossed 
[hese bills recognize the need for Federal assistance to the States where crimina 
conspiracies eut across State lines It is not inticipate 1, ever 1 those ¢ca 
where State lines have been crossed, that the Federal i 
offenders In the ordinary course it can be expect be 
turned over to the States for prosecution for violation 

We would not, of course, Want our s ipport of The i 
being critical in any way of the activities of local polis ) 
trary, local police and government officials have responded with determinatio 


ind vigor n an effort to solve these outrageous crimes Indeed, slightly over 
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month ago, police and government officials of 28 southern cities came together at 
Jacksonville, Fla., in an unprecedented conference, for the purpose of pooling 
their resources and taking cooperative action to solve these bombings. But the 
need for such legislation nevertheless remains, in order to enable the FBI to step 
in promptly while the offense is still fresh 

Shocking as these bombings have been, it has been a heartening experience for 
is to see how the people of the South have reacted to these outrages. In Nash- 
ville, Miami, and the other affected areas, people of other faiths have not only 
joined in expressing their condemnation of these criminal attacks, but have offered 
assistance in rebuilding the Jewish centers. We know that it is these people who 
reflect the true spirit of the South—not the criminal hoodlums masquerading 
under the name of ‘‘Confederate Underground’’ who are guilty of betraying the 
South’s great traditions. 

Mr. Epetsperc. Two points should be made concerning the social 
situation in which this legislation appears. First, we think that the 
Department of Justice today has responsibility for investigating the 
rash of bombings. We think a case for Federal investigation has been 
made out. Second, we believe that primary responsibility should 
rest with local law-enforcement people, and we think that, by and 
large, they have done an earnest job in trying to apprehend the 
perpetrators. 

We were privileged to sit in at that closed meeting of mayors and 
police chiefs of 28 Southern cities who met in Jacksonville, Fla., 
recently. 

Mr. Linonatr. Will you elucidate on the weakness of the situation? 

Mr. EpELSBERG. So far as local police are concerned? 

Mr. Lisonati. Yes 

Mr. EpELSBERG. Our best judgment is—and we have a man in 
our organization who is a former FBI agent and who has looked at 
the evidence available in a number of local communities with local 
police chiefs—that these are hit and run jobs done by nonresidents 
of the communities attacked. When you have such a situation, it 
is beyond the normal police ability of even an earnest and honest 
and resourceful aay force to catch that kind of person. He is a 
hit-and-run guy who is hitting because of a special social problem 
which has cropped a on the scene. And he thinks he can get 
away with it because he hears respectable people denouncing the 
developments with respect to racial relations, and he thinks they are 
going to wink their eve if he, playing up to their prejudice, goes 
further than .they would have him go when he tosses a stick of 
dynamite. 

Mr. Linonati. When were these bombings? Were they any set 
time of the night? 

Mr. Epreusperc. Mostly the bombs were set at night. 

Mr. Linonati. And were there any factual testimony relative to 
vehicles that were used, and so forth? 

Mr. EpELSBERG. No, sir; we cannot say in respect of the majority 
of these bombings how the dynamite was brought to the place where 
the bombs were left or thrown. 

Mr. Linonati. Were there getaway cars, so-called? 

Mr. Epetspera. In a couple of cases we were able to identify a 
get-away car. And in one particular case, the get-away car bore the 
license plates of a State other than the State in which the crime was 
committed. 

Mr. Lrnonatr. And that is why they feel that this is sort of an 
interstate ring? 
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Mr. Epetspera. There are many, many other evidences to support 
that. For example take the threat made in two cases, one in Tennes- 
see and another in Florida—the threat was, just before or naa the 
bombing, “This is the Confederate Underground calling.”’ 

Now, the bombings took place approximately the same time 
within 18 hours of each other. This threat had not been reported in 
the newspapers. It is a little too coincidental for the perpetrators to 
have used the same kind of threat, the same language. 

Mr. Linonatr. Were there any law enforcing officers near the ap- 
proximate spots of these bombings at any time? Any evidence show- 
ing that? 

Mr. Epetssera. I am not able tosay. I think, though, we should 
put in the record a list of the 45 bombings. 

Mr. Linonatr. We have that on file. 

Mr. Epeusspera. All right, sir 

Now, sir, I would like to address myself to several of the legal 
problems that have been broached at this hearing. 

The first has to do with the rebuttable presumption. In our view 
the rebuttable presumption is essential to the effectiveness of this 
legislation. But 1am prepared to acknowledge the force of the consti- 
tutional doubt that Mr. Maslow, my distinguished colleague, raised 

During the recess, we took advantage of the time we had to discuss 
with one another our varving views with respect to that rebuttable 
presumption, and I think we now have a meeting of minds with re- 
spect to this proposition. 

The rebuttable presumption is important to establish a prima faci 
basis for Federal investigation. We would both be concerned if after 
the investigation and the apprehension of the culprit the Government 
relied on this rebuttable pre sumption alone to establish the interstate 
character of the offense which must be part of the corpus delicti. Wi 
would think it would be an error in the administration of the act for 
a United States attorney to go to court on the rebuttable presumption 
alone. He should have independent evidence, if he moves in a Federal 
court, to establish the interstate character of the offense. 

Now, vou can, by appropriate words of limitation in the bill itself 
or even in the report, indicate that you do not want to test the limits 
of constitutionality in this case by relying on the rebuttable presump- 
tion in prosecution. You can suggest either in the language of the 
statute or in your report that the purpose of the rebuttable presump- 
tion is to make it clear to every attorney general, and every director 
of the FBI, that this kind of bombing offense warrants Federal | 
vestigation. 

Mr. Linonati. Do you not think that if they placed a definition o1 
interpretation on the persons who are affected by the bombing in view 
of their activity, or whatever may be the result of inviting this typ 
of reaction that would be better than the presumption that possession 
of itself should be the controlling factor? 

Mr. Epetspera. In a happier political situation, in a better social 
situation in this country, I would agree with you completely, M1 
Chairman. The trouble is that if we include that kind of purpose for 
the bombing, we denote this a civil rights bill rather than a law and 
order bill. One of the reasons Mr. Maslow and I and the rest of u 
are here today supporting this bill—as a realistic bill, not as a state 
ment of the perfect kind of civil rights legislation—is because this 
kind of approach enjoys the support of six southern Senators. You 
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know that six southern Senators from Alabama, Tennessee, and 
Florida, joined in a telegram to the Attorney General asking him to 
send the FBI into these cases and Mr. Loser is from Tennessee. 

I think we ought to keep this bill a law and order bill, a bill that 
northerners and southerners can support on this ground. 

I certainly respect the position taken by Mr. Clarence Mitchell, 
who urged that the bill be expanded. I wish it were possible, realisti- 
cally, to call for such an expansion today. But right now I am com- 
missioned by my organization to support this bill as a law and order 
bill. 

Before I leave the point of the rebuttable presumption I have here 
some language which, either in the statute itself or in the report of 
the committee, would help to clarify the situation and allay any 
constitutional doubts. It was prepared by Mr. Joseph B. Robison, 
who is an assistant to Mr. Maslow. May I offer it for the record? 

(Document referred to follows: 

\MERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS, 
Neu York, NA Y.. June 12, 1958. 
To: Will Maslow. 
From: Joseph B. Robison. 

In connection with your testimony on the dynamiting bill, you may be called 
on to suggest a change in the subdivision creating a presumption of interstate 
shipment. One alternative would be a presumption applicable only to the 
investigator process. This could be worded as follows: “If an explosive is used 
in violation of a law of the United States or of a State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
or possession of the United States, and the identity of the person so using such 
explosive or the souree of such explosive is not Known, it shall be presumed DY 
the investigative and law enforcement agencies of the United States Government 


hat (1) such explosive was transported in commerce, and (2) such explosive was 
transported in commerce by the persons using it 

Mr. Epritsperc. Now, sir, another proposition that has been 
raised by the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Willis, has to do 
with the language of the Loser and Celler and Griffiths bills, which 
purport to make mere possession, absent knowledge or intent, a basis 
for a Federal prosecution and investigation. 

I think the purposes of good legislation, and the needs of the present 
social situation, would both be served if—and I am now speaking to 
the Loser bill because the paragrapbing is somewhat different in the 
(‘eller bill—if section 837 (b), which purports to make possession 
without regard to knowledge or intent, a basis for criminal prosecu- 
tion was omitted. I think we could rely on the earlier section alone, 
on section 837 (a) (2), which makes possession with the knowledge or 
intent that the explosive will be used to violate a law, a basis for the 
crime. 

Mr. Linonarr. Will you make a note of that, Counsel? And per- 
haps vou may sit with these men at some time if thev are bere in 
Washington 

Mr. EprtspercG. | think it would be our privilege to do that 

Mr. Linonati. And see if you can work something out. To meet 
the situations that Chairman Willis brought out, I think we ought to 
add some language to make clear that the bill has no application to 
those handling dynamite for legitimate reasons 

Mr. Mastow. Could I make a suggestion, sir? 

If you read that one paragraph that was offered as an exhibit, 
and make sure it is not lost 
Mr. Liponatr. It will be part of the record 
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Is that all, gentlemen? 
Thank you very much for coming here. 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Huacu J. AppoNnizi0o, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS 
FROM THE 11TH District oF NEw JERSEY 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am gratified that your able 
committee has scheduled this hearing on these measures in reference to racially 
inspired bombings in the South, and I hope that legislation will be enacted at this 
session. This hearing indicates that your committee recognizes that the legislation 
is of the utmost importance and urgency. We cannot, in view of the recent 
happenings which have occasioned the legislation, overemphasize the very great 
need for it. This Nation, especially our southern regions, has been subjected to 
the most heinous tactics on the part of un-American terrorists. I do not mean to 
insinuate that these terrorists are Communists or even anti-American. Such 
activities as these bombings, however, are certainly un-American in character, 
for they rebel against every principle of individual liberty and common decency 
that our beloved democracy stands for. This committee is in the unique position 
of being able to determine whether or not our National Legislature will take the 
necessary steps to eradicate such terrorism. 

The criminal bombings which have occurred seem to indicate a strange but very 
meaningful pattern, interstate in nature, and aimed at individuals and organi- 
zations connected with the preservation and enforcement of civil rights and liber- 
ties. This pattern is easily discernible from the excellent studies and compila- 
tions of such incidents by the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith. Thus 
one is lead to a prima facie presumption that such activities are occasioned by 
individuals and/or secret organizations which would strip the United States Con- 
stitution of any protections guaranteed to citizens in the area of civil rights. In 
other words, such extremists are un-American to the point of depriving others 
of their rights through the medium of terroristlike bombings. For example, a 
report by B’nai B’rith of bombings and other acts of terrorism in the Miami 
area during 1951 includes among others the following incident: ‘October 1: 
Anonymous telephone call received by president of Tifereth Israel Northside 
Jewish Center that the center building was going to be blown up. Hurried visit 
by the president and members of the congregation to the building resulted in 
finding a 3-foot cross, on which was attached an anti-Semitic, anti-Negro sig: 
printed in crude German and bearing Nazi and KKK slogans and symbols 
This was the night of the first day of Rosh Hashana.”’ It is interesting to note 
that on the previous June 5 this same partly completed Jewish center was damaged 
by a dynamite blast As the committee well knows, this is only one among many 
such incidents occurring over the past decade. I choose it because it points up 
not only the wide area in which religious and racial intolerance culminate in such 
outrages, but also because it gives us a clue to the type of persons responsible for 
these activities. These terrorists are pure and simple Fascists. Our great 
Nation fought a horrible and devastating war to prevent the Fascist ideology 
from enveloping the free world, and many fine voung men from the South gave 
their lives to protect America from fascism. It is indeed tragic to see Fascist- 
type activities, and obviously some Fascist-type thinking, on our own soil. It 
cannot be tolerated, and if it is necessary to empower the Federal Government to 
do battle with this evil, then it is Congress’ duty to so legislate 

H. R. 12935, is certainly no cure-all for this vicious sickness, but it is a step in 
the right direction The States have been either unable or unwilling to cope 
with the situation; it is time the Federal Government be enabled to take definite 
action to control these bombings. This bill, by tightening Federal controls over 
the transportation and possession of explosives, will be a great help in containing 
these terrorist bombings 

I am well aware that recent developments have thrown sections of this country 
into bitter dispute and disagreement. More specifically, this conflict of opinior 
has involved the problem of integration of the races. We are, however, still | 
Nation under 1 constitution. We are and shall remain a land governed by law 
rather than by men. To so remain will, in light of recent conflict, take a great 
amount of energy and a more reasonable and patient attempt to understand the 
problems involved in racial relations. But no matter how strongly some citizens 
of the South may feel against integration of the races, I am sure they do not 
sympathize with the activities of these terrorists. It has evidently come to the 
point in some sections of the South where to speak out in favor of or to support 
the championing of those liberties guaranteed every citizen by the Federal 
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Constitution is an invitation not only to personal degradation and intimidation, 


but also to destruction of property and even physical harm. Thus, to exercise 
individual rights of freedom of speech, freedom of belief, has become an invitation 
to be bombed No matter now any decer { person might fee] about segregation, 
he will not allow such tragie incidents to go on. Those who would allow the 
bombings to continue are as inhumane, as undemocratic, as un-American as those 


who plant the explosives. This committee is dealing indirectly with common 
criminals; with people who through t terror techniques bomb homes, 
schools, churches, synagogues. The legislation this committee is now considering 
will help to remove the instruments of terror from the hands of these criminals. 

There comes a time when in spite of differences of opinion we must put aside 
our conflicting interpretations of the Constitution in order to deal with a more 
serious problem. Gentlemen, that time has arrived. Though legislators in this 
Congress may well differ as to the scope of the liberties guaranteed to the citizen, 
surely no legislator will deny that liberties do exist. Certainly freedom from fear 
of phy sical harm because one believes in a certain principle is one of these liberties. 
The United States Congress cannot in good conscience allow such liberties to be 
ridged. There must be freedom from fear in order to have freedom to believe. 
I am ver. pro id to be a part of the legislative b dy of this great Nation. One 
f the basic premises of this body is debate, the battle of words. Though we often 
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STATEMENT BY ANDREW E. Rice, Executive Director, AMERICAN VETERANS 
CoMMITTEE (AVC) 


The American Veterans Committee endorses H. R. 11806 and similar bills now 
pending before Subcommittee No. 3. 

We believe such legislation is needed because of the many recent instances of 
bombing in the southern part of the United States. This violence is clearly di- 
rected at those individuals and groups seeking to exercise their constitutional 
rights. It is a matter of national concern. It is altogether proper, therefore, 
that legislation should be enacted to make possible action by Federal authorities 
to punish those engaged in these acts of intimidation. These bills, by making 
it a Federal crime to transport any explosive across State lines, with the intention 
of using such material in violation of the criminal law of any State achieve this 
objective. 

As veterans who fought for freedom in World War I, World War Pz. and the 
Korean war, we are deeply concerned that freedom be preserved in America 
We urge that this measure receive your approval. 
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Foreword 


Important social changes have marked Southern life during 
the past several years. As always in periods of far-reaching 
change, there will be a group of diehards who will resort to vio- 
lence and lawlessness. The specific instances of bombings, burn- 
ings, and beatings in the South have been properly and objectively 
described by newspapers and other sections of the press through- 
out the country. The attention paid to these deeds of lawlessness, 
however, has perhaps obscured the more important truth that 
the vast majority of Southerners abhor and condemn the employ- 
ment of violence as a concomitant of social change. 

The Southern press accurately mirrors the sentiments and 
firm convictions of millions of Southerners that civil order and 
obedience to law are supreme values overriding any subsidiary 
issues. 

This pamphlet has been prepared to show the widespread 
expressions of indignation and condemnation emanating from 
Southern communities. The extracts of editorials reprinted in 
this booklet constitute but a tiny selection from a large literature. 
We have tried to dramatize this fact by devoting the last pages 
of this compilation to a fuller selection of editorial expressions 
from just one Southern state—Alabama. We could have chosen 
any one of the Southern states. 

While we do not wish our publication of this pamphlet to be 
interpreted as an endorsement of the varied editorial policies of 
the papers listed herein, we do, however, commend to the reader 
the forthright and vigorous stand they have taken in support of 
law and order. 
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ATLANTA CONSTITUTION 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 
September 12, 1957 


No Law Condones 


Rule by Violence 


Dynamiting of that new school in Nashville goes beyond the 
question of segregation or desegregation. Responsible people in 
either category will not and cannot rationalize such irresponsible 
action. The school dynamiting is lawless destruction of public 
property, action of an irresponsible few who always look for ex- 
cuses to express their violent tendencies in destructive acts. At 
least five persons have been arrested for this crime and should be 
brought to speedy justice. 


. But violence and mob action is not condoned by the 
laws of any state nor those of the nation. If permitted to go 
unchecked, bloodshed and a state of anarchy are inevitable in such 
situations. All suffer from the criminal actions of a few. 


The crackdown in Nashville by established police thus will 
be welcomed by segregationists and desegregationists alike. Put- 
ting all personal convictions aside on this issue, no one wants mob 
action substituted for law and order. Regardless of race, those 
who endanger the lives and property of others must pay the legal 
consequences. 


Lawlessness and violence will not solve this problem. They 
“an only make it worse for those who are struggling for reason- 
able, sensible solutions. And most definitely do they not serve the 
cause of those who would preserve the segregation pattern. 
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CHARLOTTE OBSERVER 
CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA 
January 6, 1958 


Destructive Acts Hurt All of Us 


As dynamitings go, the blast that blew a hole in a drive-in 
theater marquee, near Charlotte, was relatively harmless. A single 
stick of dynamite was used, and it clearly was not intended to 
harm anyone. 


But as a symbol of senseless violence, the explosion is a dead- 
serious matter. It recalls the attempted dynamiting of Temple 
Beth-E] here nearly two months ago—a crime that is still un- 
solved. It is a disturbing reminder that there is a kind of twisted 
thinking that seeks expression through acts of destruction. .. . 


One sure result of these acts of violence is a black eye for a 
community. Such a malevolent brand of lawlessness can tear 
down a good reputation in a hurry. . 
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CHATTANOOGA NEWS-FREE PRESS 
CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE 
February 22, 1956 


KKK _ Deserves Contempt 


. . . Not only is the principle of the KKK wrong and a 
threat to law and order, but the coercive organization is also a 
hindrance to the South in its efforts to maintain its social tradi- 
tions. It is a skeleton in the South’s closet, a shame to be apologized 
for, a source of embarrassment, and of no benefit to the South. 


If the South relies upon bedsheets and burning crosses, if 
misguided individuals seek recourse through whip and gun, if 
violence becomes an accepted tool, then the South not only will 
lose in its efforts to maintain its traditions, but will deserve the 
defeat. 


* * « 


CHATTANOOGA NEWS-FREE PRESS 
CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE 
March 18, 1957 


A Dead-End Street 


. . The KKK can do nothing for the South; it is powerless 
of constructive acts. But it can do harm to the South by dis- 
crediting this section. If the Ku Klux Klan is not violent and 
coercive, it is nothing. And violence and coercion by the Klan— 
or by any other group—cannot be tolerated by any respectable 
community, whatever the goal it seeks to accomplish... . 


The problems and difficulties that lie ahead are many and 
great. They will never be met or solved by hate-mongering or 
parading or burning fiery crosses. 
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THE CHARLOTTE NEWS 


CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA 
March 21, 1958 


A Blow for Conscience 


and for Law 


A Mecklenburg jury and Judge Zeb Nettles have sent three 
Ku Klux Klansmen on their way to prison for plotting to bomb 
a Negro school. 


The conclusion of the Superior Court trial appears to satisfy 
the law and the conscience of this community, both of which were 
deeply involved in the case. 


It should also serve as a stern warning that Charlotte and 
Mecklenburg will not tolerate destructive and hateful acts of 
stupidity on the part of men who take the law into their own 
hands but who have no knowledge of or concern for what the law 


Says... 


THE STATE 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 
September 26, 1957 


a ° 
Can't Condone Violence 
The state cannot condone violence. It never has, and never 


will. Neither can it condone the actions of agitators, and others, 
who bring about violence... . 


Mob rule has no place in our country... . 
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COLUMBUS CITIZEN 
COLUMBUS, GEORGIA 
August 16, 1956 


Bad Night in Rosary 


Burning of a fiery cross on the yard of a Negro home Tues- 
day night had the tragic irony of the Christian symbol being 
used for a most un-Christian act in a neighborhood named Rosary. 


The sheriff’s office announced it will “get to the bottom of 
this.” Which, of course, is exactly what it should do. We want no 
revival of the Ku Klux here. We want no lawless violence, whether 
the violence is for crime, over labor disputes or, as in this instance, 
over race feeling. ... 


DELTA DEMOCRAT-TIMES 
DELTA, MISSISSIPPI 
September 4, 1956 


When Mobs Take Over 


The disorders at Clinton, Tennessee, and Mansfield, Texas, 
cannot be dismissed or explained away as simply the work of 
irresponsible teen-agers, undesirable older citizens and “out- 
siders,” goaded to temporary fury by deliberate agitators. What- 
ever the ages, residences, occupations or inspiration of the rioters, 
theirs is the face and the voice and the spirit of the mob. 


There is only one way to handle a mob and that is to cow 
it through swift and determined counter-action. ... 


There can be no condoning of violence as a means of thwart- 
ing the Supreme Court’s ruling... . 
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HOUSTON CHRONICLE 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 
August 17, 1955 


Sane- Thinking Texans Will Not 
Tolerate Revival of 


Ku Klux Klan 


Regardless of how anyone feels about the Supreme Court 
ruling ordering desegregation in the public schools, he is not 
justified in seeking a revival of the Ku Klux Klan. Klanism is 
anarchy, in which secret members who skulk about in shadowy 
operations attempt to take the law into their own hands... . 


Terrorism and bloodshed can accomplish no good. Decent 
sane-thinking citizens of Texas, whether they be for or against 
desegregation, will not tolerate a revival of a sinister underground 
organization of terrorists, under the name of Ku Klux Klan or 
any other name. 
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HOUSTON POST 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 
September 7, 1957 


Law Must Be Upheld... 


The President of the United States has answered the gov- 
ernor of Arkansas in the only way possible: The President will 
uphold the federal Constitution by every legal means at his 
command. 


There can be no question of the rightness of the answer. The 
President has no other course. Ours is a government of law and 
any challenge to it such as occurred in Little Rock must be 
put down, if 165 million Americans are to sleep peacefully. . . . 


* * * 


ARKANSAS GAZETTE 
LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 
May 2, 1958 


Not the Confederacy 


. . . The local chapter of the Sons of the Confederate Vet- 
erans has vigorously denounced the “atrocities being committed 
in the name of the Confederacy.” 


The resolution was aimed at the use of the term ‘Confederate 
Underground” by the hoodlums in Jacksonville, Florida, who have 
bombed a synagogue... . 


The association of such cowardly terrorism with the name 
of Confederacy is about as wide of the mark as it is possible 
to get.... 
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ARKANSAS GAZETTE 
LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 
May 6, 1958 


Bombs and Justice 


Every community has a certain number of citizens who are 
clinging to reality by the barest of fingerholds. They are not, 
usually, psychotic in the psychiatric sense, but they are disturbed 
—beset by fears which they tend to translate into hatred... . 


It is safe to assume that it is some of these, who combine 
their neurosis with the instinct of the bully-boy, who have gone 
forth to desecrate houses of worship in several Southern states. 


Riding the tide of racial tension that now besets the region 
they first placed their dynamite bombs in churches with Negro 
congregations. But inevitably Jewish synagogues have also been 
targets in Nashville, Jacksonville, Birmingham and Montgomery. 

The halting of this vandalism is, first of all, a police problem 
—even though it clearly is one complicated by the extreme agita- 
tion on the race question that goes on now across the region. 


Official representatives of 29 Southern cities have now form- 
ally recognized it as such, and meeting in Jacksonville they have 
in effect pooled their police resources. In doing so the mayors, 
police chiefs, and other officials were reflecting the sense of shock 
and outrage that has been felt by Southerners everywhere. 


We can hope that this effort will bear fruit—even though 
we find it remarkable and disturbing that the FBI’s official 
reaction was to lend no formal support to the program. 


The vandals who are responsible for these outrages must be 
brought to firm and speedy justice. But beyond that the people 
of the South must make it clear that violence of this character 
cannot be tolerated, and in the process remove from public life 
all those who wantonly encourage it. 
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LOUISVILLE COURIER-JOURNAL 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 
September 6, 1956 


No Welcome for Mob Law 
in Kentucky 


In a situation where delay might spell disaster Governor 
Chandler acted with commendable promptness to remind Ken- 
tuckians that law and order will be preserved. 


On Tuesday an unruly mob of 500 prevented eight Negro 
youths from entering classes at Sturgis High School. By Wednes- 
day morning 12 State troopers were on hand to maintain order— 
but the temporary triumph of the mob was indicated by the non- 
appearance of the Negro students. Within a short time the Ken- 
tucky National Guard was alerted, top Guard and State Police 
officers had flown to Sturgis. Governor Chandler’s orders were 
succinct: ‘‘Don’t take time to call me. If you have to act, don’t 
hesitate.” . 


Such flareups over the South are dismal enough, toying as 
they do with the dynamite of racial prejudice and inviting the 
substitution of mob rule for law. But in Kentucky and elsewhere, 
it is good to note that they are the exception, not the rule. The 
majority may not like the law calling for desegregation of public 
schools, but they know that they prefer the law to lawlessness. . . . 
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LOUISVILLE TIMES 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 
September 8, 1956 


Issue at Sturgis ls Mob Rule 


Versus Law and Order 


Governor Chandler has succinctly stated the issue at Sturgis. 
It is not segregation. That has been settled by the Supreme Court. 
The real issue at Sturgis is law and order versus mob rule. 


Mr. Chandler says he regrets that it has been necessary to 
send the state militia into Sturgis. So does every right-thinking 
Kentuckian. But it was that or succumb to mob rule after what 
happened Tuesday when nine colored students tried to exercise 
their lawful right to attend classes in the Sturgis high school. 

The mob on that day has been described by Sturgis sources 
as “peaceful.’’ The fact remains that the colored children were 
turned back against their own free will. To prevent a recurrence 
of that outrage, or something worse, the governor took the only 
course open to him in calling out the guard. To have failed to 
do so would have been unpardonable neglect. 


As he has pointed out, it is his sworn duty “to protect the 
humblest citizen.’’ That includes, of course, protection of legal 
rights as well as protection from physical harm. Toward that end 
he has promised that the guard will remain in Sturgis as long 
as it is needed there to keep order. We hope that won’t be long. 
But we hope even more that there won’t be a premature with- 
drawal. 

We quite agree with Mr. Chandler that if the time ever 
comes when this proud commonwealth cannot keep law and order 
it will be “time to turn in our charter.” 
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MACON NEWS 


MACON, GEORGIA 
December 6, 1956 


Hoodlums Harm Cause of South 


The blood of every decent person of good will must have 
boiled upon reading of the brutal attack by hoodlums on a Clinton, 
Tenn., minister who escorted six Negroes to school classes. 

No matter how firmly one may be convinced of the wisdom 
of maintaining racial segregation in the South until most of 
the people are willing to accept integration in the schools, one 
cannot condone this vicious beating of a Baptist preacher. The 
Rev. Paul Turner had done no one harm... . 


By such actions as the attack on Mr. Turner, segregation 
extremists do untold harm to the South’s case. They seek to intro- 
duce blood and thunder as arguments while wiser Southern heads 
are attempting to debate with cool-headed reason. 


* * * 


MACON NEWS 


MACON, GEORGIA 
January 26, 1957 


Most Prefer Non-Violence 


What many citizens of the non-South do not realize is 
that all over this broad region decent and good men, respectful 
of the rights of all mankind, are earnestly seeking to work out 
the problem without permitting the extremists to resort to vio- 
lence. Respectable Southerners, who do not operate in hoods or 
robes, or in secret night meetings, are attempting to keep integra- 
tion resistance in legal channels. They know that every bombing, 
every shooting, every incident of violence, hurts the South because 
such lawlessness is interpreted as a common trait of the region. ... 
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MEMPHIS COMMERCIAL APPEAL 
MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 
August 18, 1957 


Entirely Outrageous 


Men cloaked in Ku Klux Klan regalia have beaten unoffend- 
ing Negroes in two Alabama counties within the last few days. 
Their conduct was entirely outrageous and merits the widespread 
and bitter condemnation it has called forth. In fairness, too, it 
should be noted that the sharpest indictment has come from re- 
sponsible Alabama newspapers. . . . 


The communities concerned in these most recent outrages 
have moved in, though unfortunately not before damage had been 
done. What has happened should be an incentive to all people of 
good will to behave with even greater emphasis on that which 
is legal and reasonable in the handling of a matter of major 
importance. 


* * * 


MIAMI HERALD 
MIAMI, FLORIDA 
September 25, 1957 


Defiance of Law by Mob 
Had ‘To Be Put Down 


THE MOB SITUATION and rioting in Arkansas over school 
integration is as disgraceful as it is deplorable. 


. . . Until law and order as well as respect for both are re- 
stored, the Federal Government and decent local citizenry are 
outraged. ... 
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MIAMI NEWS 
MIAMI, FLORIDA 
May 15, 1958 


Recent Bombings in South 


From Beaumont, Texas, to Greensboro, North Carolina, 
in Oklahoma, Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, Arkansas, and in 
Florida, there have been bombings or attempts at bombings... . 


We have two comments on this and the other 44 bombings. 


One is that these bombings should not be considered in any 
way mixed up with the social problems of the South. To bomb a 
Negro school, perhaps to kill people, Negro or otherwise, as they 
attend church, has no political or social status. This is hoodlum 
work, and the people who bomb such places are hoodlums. They 
are not Segregationists. They are hoods... . 


Our second broad comment is that society should get a hustle 
on to find these people. 


After 45 bombings, not one creature has been arrested. 
This is fantastic 


It does not matter whether you believe in Integration or 
Segregation. Certainly, you do not believe that the Negro should 
be bombed in the night. Or the Jew. Or the Catholic, and the 
Catholics have been. Or the Protestants, and mister, if they bomb 
the Negro, the Jew, the Catholic, then the Protestant is next. 

These bombings are so many scabs across the face of the 
South, and we must pursue the people who bring a bad name to a 
section of our country, a section which largely abides by law and 
respects the contrary opinion. 


acces, Editor 








bi 
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MOULTRIE OBSERVER 


MOULTRIE, GEORGIA 
October 5, 1957 


The South Won't Tolerate 
Violent Acts of Mobsters 


The opposition to integration does not, as some char- 
acters would like to believe, give anyone or any group a license 
to destroy and terrorize. The people of the South have been among 
this country’s most patriotic and loyal citizens and the South has 
certainly produced some of the nation’s most independent think- 
ers. They are determined, however, that their way of life shall 
be preserved without violence. 


Persons who, by hate and prejudice or in the hope of setting 
off racial outbreaks, would burn or dynamite a school are not 
worthy of the true South and its traditions. The South has been 
angered by insinuations that everybody is an “extremist” or a 
member of a “mob.” It does not intend to sit idly by and permit 
irresponsible roughnecks to bring about a reign of terror or take 
into their own hands the authority which belongs to duly elected 
officials. 

The roads are but two: Fair and foul. Real Southerners will 
tuke the former route and they will help hunt down those who 
take the detour. 
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NASHVILLE BANNER 
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 


March 17, 1958 


Terrorist Handiwork: 


A Blot to Expunge 


Criminal insanity, malice gone berserk—reason dethroned 
to sow with dynamite the seed of terror—whatever the motiva- 
tion, decency stands appalled at the handiwork of some twisted 
mind. Along with the promptings of instant justice, security itself 
demands the swift apprehension and punishment of plotter or 
plotters of last night’s infamy visited not alone on the Jewish 
Community Center, but on the city of Nashville. 


There is every reason for the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation to join fully this case. Its ramifications are wide. From 
its threat whispered anonymously to the explosion rocking a build- 
ing where shortly before hundreds had been congregated, it 
involves circumstances justifying municipal, state, and federal 
mobilization of inquiry and law enforcement—which cannot stop 
short of complete solution and conviction. 


It is time for intelligent and concerted effort to SOLVE 
this case, to establish once and for all the supremacy of law and 
decency’s ability to extinguish sparks imperiling it. The shock 
of last night’s explosion surely has awakened all concerned to the 
grim and ugly realities of this challenge. 

Wherever the chips may fall, the law can only hew to the 
line of justice and duty, considerations of decency, community 
pride and security demanding it. 
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NASHVILLE TENNESSEAN 
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 
July 24, 1957 


Clinton Case Convictions 
Sustain Law and Order 


An East Tennessee jury took its stand for law and order 
yesterday in Knoxville when it convicted John Kasper and six of 
nine other defendants of criminal libel in the Clinton school case. 


There is some national significance to the verdict, of 
course, in view of the debate in congress over civil rights. But 
this was essentially a test of the court’s right to call for orderly 
procedure and its chief importance is that Tennessee’s respect for 
law is not to be shaken by professional agitators who come from 
afar with the single purpose of fomenting strife and undermining 
respect for the courts. ... 
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NASHVILLE TENNESSEAN 
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 
March 18, 1958 


More Kasper Cult Violence 
Is Poison to Nashville Air 


Nashville, as a proud and civilized city, cannot fail to meet 
the challenge of bigot-induced criminality responsible for bombing 
the Jewish Community Center Sunday. 


First a school, then a community center restricted to 
no single religious group, and now the warning is that a Jewish 
Temple has been singled out for devastation. And that brings up 
the question of where the end will be if the menace is not stopped 
in its tracks. How safe can any person or institution be if this 
nihilistic movement is not broken up and held accountable to 
the law? 


In this democratic land there is no excuse at all for bomb- 
throwing individuals of twisted mentalities who think only in 
terms of gangsterism. 


. . . Significantly enough, dynamiters with a similar pur- 
pose have been active in Miami and Gastonia, North Carolina. 
An investigation should ascertain if this is part of one concerted 
movement, under distant control, designed to browbeat the South 
into surrendering its reason and respect for law. As the FBI 
probes the Nashville situation, in company with every other 
enforcement agency, this is a possible development that deserves 
the closest scrutiny. ... 
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TIMES-HERALD 
NEWPORT NEWS, VIRGINIA 


January 29, 1958 


Not Hospitable to Kluxery 


. Our communities here on the Peninsula have gone on 
record through their constituted officials as not wanting the Klan 
and applying the law where it can be invoked to uphold that 
position. . 


THE PORTSMOUTH STAR 
and 


NORFOLK LEDGER-DISPATCH 


PORTSMOUTH, VIRGINIA 
January 28, 1958 


Poor Climate for the Klan 


The law, therefore, covers practically everything that 
the Klan could do, in public or private, in Virginia to carry out 
Klan policies. Virginia does not afford good climate for Klan 


activities. 


RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 
September 10, 1955 


Dynamite Never Settles Anything 


The Times-Dispatch .. . appreciates the position of 
those who are strongly against a program of State-wide racial 
intermingling, but it cannot condone the sort of hoodlumism and 
intolerance that is represented by the occurrences in Guilford 
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RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 
September 2, 1956 


Mobs and Crosses 


Are No Answer 


. . . Mobs, cross-burnings and other examples of lawlessness 
have no place in Virginia. They should be dealt with to the full 
extent of the law. 


RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 
December 23, 1957 


Let ‘Em Stay Out of Virginia 


More than two weeks have passed since a ridiculous gang of 
bedsheeted heroes terming themselves the Ku Klux Klan huddled 
in a muddy cowpasture near the North Carolina line, the first such 
gathering on Virginia soil in many years. It should be the last. 


Protestant, Catholic and Jewish leaders of Virginia have 
issued a statement elsewhere in today’s paper calling on relig- 
iously motivated citizens and police officers to be on the alert 
for any manifestations on Virginia soil of “the klan’s terrorist 
tactics and its appeals to the evil passions of hatred and bigotry.” 
The statement is appropriate and timely... . 


To repeat, Virginia doesn’t want to be saved by these horn- 
swogglers and fervent seekers after boodle. 


29578 O—58 6 
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ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 
September 2, 1956 


An Issue of Law or Anarchy 


The issue in Clinton, Tenn., and Mansfield, Texas, is not 
racial integration in the public schools. There as in other com- 
munities where violence has been stirred up by hate-filled segre- 
gationists, the issue is plainly and simply one of law against 
anarchy. 


In both communities, the high schools were opened to Negroes 
in compliance with clear and exhaustively considered orders of 
United States district courts, based upon clear and exhaustively 
considered decisions of the United States Supreme Court, and 
backed up by clear and exhaustively considered review before 
United States Circuit Courts of Appeal. 


The only question for Clinton, Tenn., and Mansfield, Texas, 
is whether its citizens are going to live by these decisions of the 
courts, or by the furies of a maddened mob... . 
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ST. PETERSBURG TIMES 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
March 12, 1958 


Klan Not Welcome Hereabouts 


. . . PRESERVATION OF A SYSTEM of second-class citi- 
zenship through segregation and discrimination is indefensible 
enough when accomplished by legal technicalities and “peaceful” 
evasion of compliance with the Supreme Court’s rulings. 


When accompanied by intimidation and terrorism, such sub- 
version of the law is utterly intolerable... . 


DECENT CITIZENS of both races deeply want to reach an 
intelligent and reasoned solution to present tensions and unrest. 


This can only be accomplished by the exercise of great good 
will and moderation. Excesses of partisanship and anything 
smacking of terroristic tactics can only lead to the worsening of 
a bad situation. 
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TAMPA MORNING TRIBUNE 
TAMPA, FLORIDA 
April 29, 1958 


Find the Faces 


Dynamite sticks fused with bigotry were set off yesterday 
in Jacksonville, damaging a Negro schoolhouse and a Jewish 
synagogue. 


. . . It may well be that the dynamite was set off by a couple 
of crackpots, representing nobody but themselves. 


But authorities would not be justified in making any such 
assumption. There have been too many other bombings in the 
South directed against Negroes and Jews. Just six weeks ago a 
synagogue at Miami and another at Nashville, Tenn., were dyna- 
mited on the same day. And yesterday an attempt to blow up a 
synagogue in Birmingham failed only because the fuse sputtered 
out. 


All the resources of state and local investigators must be 
used to try to catch these jackals who carry matches. 


Nothing stops these terrorists more effectively than the fear 
of going to prison. These men who are so brave in the dark never 
show much courage when called to account in the daylight. But 
their night-time boldness will increase with every unpunished act 
of violence. ... 
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WILMINGTON JOURNAL—EVERY EVENING 
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 
September 1, 1956 


The Mobs Take Over 


Out of our own experience of two years ago, we in Delaware 
can feel the deepest sympathy with the two small towns, in Texas 
and in Tennessee, where angry mobs are rioting against the mix- 
ing of white and Negro children in the same schools. . . . 


What has turned these towns into battlegrounds is that 
decent and law-abiding citizens have temporarily abandoned 
leadership to the rule of the mob. In Mansfield, Tex., contrary to 
the usual pattern, the mob leader seems to be home-grown. But in 
Clinton, Tenn., as in most of the towns where events have taken 
this ugly and frightening turn, it is outside agitators from Ala- 
bama and Washington, D. C., who have lit the torch that has set 
the town aflame. 


It might be said with justice that the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People, who instituted the law- 
suits, is also agitating the issue from the outside. But while we 
hold no brief for the NAACP, it is at least following the peaceful 
processes of the courts. The leaders of the White Citizens’ Coun- 
cils are deliberately trying to foment hatred, to deepen strife, and 
to so intimidate the government and the courts by threats of 
bloodshed that they will be afraid to enforce the law. ... 
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WINSTON-SALEM JOURNAL 
WINSTON-SALEM, NORTH CAROLINA 
April, 1958 


Dangerous Hatred 


Without question the police authorities in Florida and Ten- 
nessee will make every effort to bring speedily to justice the 
persons responsible for the dynamiting of Jewish buildings in 
Miami and Nashville. These acts of criminal violence, motivated, 
as anonymous calls before the blasts indicated, by the integration 
issue, reflect prejudice, hatred and intolerance in their most 
vicious form. 


To some extent these acts of malicious destruction may reflect 
an explosive social climate created by the controversy over school 
desegregation in the South. But the vicious elements in Southern 
society which are capable of crimes like this indubitably constitute 
a very tiny minority in any community. The best way to prevent 
repetitions of their acts is to run them down as quickly as possible 
and see that they are speedily tried and effectively punished... . 


Determined, public-supported law enforcement against the 
dynamite fanatics who are attempting to terrorize racial and 
religious groups will not, of course, destroy the insane emotional- 
ism, uninformed prejudice and hatred behind the acts. But in 
punishing them the authorities will also put other troublemakers 
of their ilk on notice that the South will not tolerate rule by 
terrorism. 





PROHIBIT ACTS INVOLVING USE OF EXPLOSIVES 83 


WINSTON-SALEM JOURNAL 
WINSTON-SALEM, NORTH CAROLINA 
May 10, 1958 


Move Against ‘Terrorism 


The organization formed by 29 Southern cities in an effort 
to end anti-Jewish and anti-Negro bombings is an example of 
regional cooperation at its best. 


The dynamitings of synagogues, schools and homes in the 
past year or so seem to have followed a similar pattern. This fact 
tends to bear out the conclusion of Mayor Ben West of Nashville, 
Tenn., that at least some of the bombings are the work of a 
trained, organized group on the lunatic fringe. .. . 


How much the federal government can do about those who 
plant bombs is not entirely clear. Attorney General William P. 
Rogers says that no basis for federal jurisdiction exists so far. 
But the FBI does have broad powers to act against criminals 
who operate across state boundaries—and it may develop that 
an interstate crime network is involved in these incidents. There- 
fore, the North Carolina B’nai B’rith Association was certainly 
within the bounds of reason when it asked for federal intervention 
in a resolution adopted here Sunday. 


Regardless of whether the federal government does move in, 
the cooperative effort of the cities can be useful. If would-be 
dynamiters know in advance that police all over the region are on 
the alert and that a heavy price rests on the heads of trouble- 
makers, they may think twice before they carry out their mis- 
sions of hate. 
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ALABAMA 


A More Intensive Selection 
of Editorial Opinion 
From One State 


TALLADEGA DAILY HOME 
TALLADEGA, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


An Investigation Is in Order 


It goes without saying that a vast majority of the citizens of 
Sylacauga and Talladega County as a whole deeply deplore the 
threat of an anonymous male telephone caller to bomb the homes 
of two Sylacauga ministers... . 


It hardly seems necessary to point out that bombings and 
threats of bombings have no place in any civilized community. 


The bombing threat, delivered to an innocent woman and 
directed toward her husband, her baby and her home, was cruel 
and outrageous. 


We believe we express the view of all responsible Talladega 
County citizens in stating that every effort should be made to 
determine the identity of the caller and bring him to justice. 
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ANNISTON STAR 
ANNISTON, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


South’s New Importance 


. . . We can solve our problem without vulgarity and vio- 
lence. Our national esteem is at stake here at home and abroad. 


. + * 


GADSDEN TIMES 
GADSDEN, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


Cross Burnings in Sylacauga 


Crosses were recently burned near the First Methodist and 
First Baptist Churches of Sylacauga by robed Klansmen. 


. . . These are the deplorable happenings in a fine Southern 
city—an American community. They are acts which should be 
outlawed, vigorously opposed by decent, law-abiding citizens. 


What right can the KKK possibly claim to flaunt itself before 
the Church? It does indeed burn the Cross. 
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LEE COUNTY BULLETIN 
AUBURN, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


Good Police Work 


. . . Law cannot dictate that the haters and radicals purge 
their feelings in favor of good will and patience. But it can insist 
on order and safety. Thank goodness the vast majority of Ala- 
bamians find violence repugnant and stand instead in full sup- 
port of faithful enforcement of the law. 


ANNISTON STAR 
ANNISTON, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


Must Klan Again Dominate 
Our State? 


Lawlessness such as has been perpetrated by some members 
of the Klan, by some of the more radical Citizens Councils and 
by hoodlums in general, becomes an embarrassment to our friends 
in the Congress and weakens their efforts in the common cause 
of all right-thinking Southerners. ... 
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GADSDEN TIMES 
GADSDEN, ALABAMA 
September 6, 1956 


‘Day of the Klan Has Passed 


. . . All of us should be well acquainted with the fact by now 
that the U. S. Supreme Court’s decision on segregation is, whether 
it be right or wrong, the law of the land until it is repealed. 


It will not be repealed by mob-spirit. Violence is met by vio- 
lence and nothing worthwhile can come of threats and coercion. .. . 


The hood of the Klan is now outlawed. But its threat to law 
and order in too many instances goes unchecked. It is too bold to 
be taken lightly. 


There are members within its ranks, we feel sure, who are 
misled by the “Christian” banner which is unfurled over its opera- 
tions. They should remember that deeds committed in the name of 
religion cannot be considered righteous if maltreatment of human 
beings is condoned. ... 
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BIRMINGHAM POST-HERALD 
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 
February 14, 1956 


No ‘Time for Irresponsibility 


. . . We are witnessing with mixed concern of misgiving 
and hope the rise of Citizens Councils and similar organizations 
throughout the South. 


Our hope is that they always will be guided and directed by 
citizens who stand uncompromisingly for law and order. Our mis- 
givings stem from the ever-present danger of deterioration into 
the lawless pattern of the Klan. 


We are concerned by hate-filled, inflammatory literature im- 
ported by one “Council” for distribution along with its member- 
ship application blanks. 
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LEE COUNTY BULLETIN 
AUBURN, ALABAMA 
June, 1957 


The Klan and the Cross 


Only the lunatic, venom-spouting fringe in Alabama con- 
dones the burning of crosses. 


What for nearly 2,000 years has been a symbol of the Chris- 
tian religion is totally incompatible with the violence and hatred 
which characterize the Ku Klux Klan. Only the most perverted 
mind could find the two harmonious. 


The KKK now has revealed how completely insensitive it is 
to the proprieties in this regard by burning crosses at Methodist 
and Baptist churches in Sylacauga. If it were seeking to reach the 
ultimate in blasphemy it attained almost total success. 


Surely law enforcement authorities in Sylacauga will not 
let this deed go unpunished. We are certain the overwhelming 
majority of Sylacaugans oppose it. The same goes for all Alabama. 
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BIRMINGHAM NEWS 
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 
April 29, 1958 


Bomb Try at Temple 
Is Deep Shock 


The people of this community are deeply shocked and in- 
censed by the bombing attempt at Temple Beth-El] on Highland 
Avenue. A large quantity of dynamite, which could have caused 
tremendous destruction, was found at the synagogue, with fuse 
burned out.... 


Such acts of barbaric madness are a frightful menace to the 
security and peace of the entire community. 


The outraged sentiment of all good citizens as to this ghastly 
enterprise should be vigorously expressed. It must be made em- 
phatically clear that this sort of business simply will not be 
tolerated here. 


The forces of the law should join in exhaustive and un- 
relenting quest for those responsible for this horrifying act. 
Assurances to that end are encouraging. The state of Alabama 
has offered a $2,000 reward for information leading to conviction 
of the guilty.... 
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BIRMINGHAM NEWS 
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 


Bomb Effort Deeply 
Stirs Our People 


The sense of outrage and the deep determination burning 
among the people of this community over the revolting and hor- 
rifying bomb attempt against Temple Beth-E] is finding eloquent 
and forceful expression in many ways—among citizens generally 
and in organization action. 

Let this spirit and determination remain active in support 
of the intensive efforts now under way to find the guilty. 


* * * 


BIRMINGHAM POST-HERALD 


BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 
June 1, 1957 


Grave Symptoms 


. . . If we are to have an orderly society, then no act that 
would undermine and weaken it must go unpunished. 

If we are to have respect for law, then those who damn it 
and do it violence must be brought promptly to law and made to 
feel the sharpness of its penalties. 

If law enforcement is to be effective, then the hands of our 
law enforcement officers must be upheld. 

If our courts are to function, then jurors must face up hon- 
estly, and courageously to their sacred responsibilities. 

Do what we may, we cannot escape the fact that there can 
be no compromise on things so fundamental. 
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BIRMINGHAM NEWS 
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 
September 10, 1957 


Peace and Order Must Be Goal 
of All Our Sensible Citizens 


Here in Birmingham as in Little Rock it is emphasized anew 
that peace and order must be the primary goal on all sides in 
racial controversy if further deterioration in racial relations and 
still more dangerous crises are to be averted. 


Surely it must be plain to all good and sensible citizens that 
methods of violence and actions increasing the danger of violence 
menace the welfare of the people as a whole. .. . 


The great majority of white and Negro citizens who desire to 
avoid violence in such matters must find effective ways of curbing 
it through the influence of public opinion and through support of 
order and officials seeking to uphold it... . 


(Whereupon, at 3:25 p. m., the committee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 





